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Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, Etc., will be 
inserted under this head, eight lines or under, for $2.00 
for one month, $3.00 for two months, or $5.00 for three 
months; larger space in proportion. All notices guar- 
anteed genuine. Unless otherwise stated, answers to 

addressed care AMERICAN LAWYER’S AGENCY, 
Box 411, New York City. 
WANTED.—An active young attorney, with good 
rospects, located in a flourishing town of about 
2.500 inhabitants in Indiana, desires a partner. Com- 
munications contidential. State full particulars. Ad- 
dress INDIANA, care American Lawyer’s Agency. 











SURETY COMPANIES. 


The following named companies furnish bonds in all 
classes and at all stages of litigation for receivers, as- 
signees, trustees. empieyens, etc. In commnnicating 
with them, always refer to THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


BALTIMORE, MD. : 
American Casualty, Insurance & Security Co. 


BOSTON, MASS. ; 
Employers’ Liability Assurance Corporation of 
mdon. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Missouri, Kansas & Texas Trust Co. 


MONTREAL, CAN. 
Guarantee Company of North America. 


NEW YORK, N. Y. 
American Surety Co. 
Fidelity & Casualty Insurance Co. 
United States Guarantee Co. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
City Trust, Safe Deposit & Surety Co. 
a nnn 


CREDIT INDEMNITY COMPANIES. 


The following companies furnish varying forms of 
insurance to creditors against loss from bad debts. In 
communicating with them, always refer to THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. 


BOSTON, MASS. 

Atlas Guarantee Co. 
NEWARK, N. J. 

United States Credit System Co. 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 

Mercantile Credit Guarantee Co. 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 

American Credit Indemnity Co. 
ST. PAUL, MINN. 

American Indemnity Co. 


The address ot the Home Office only is given in 


each instance. 
ee eos 


FOR A BANKRUPT ACT. 


At a recent meeting of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., the following 
resolution was unanimously adopted, and the 
delegates to the National Board of Trade 
meeting, to be held ou the 17th inst, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., were instructed to present the 
same at that session: 


WHEREAS, The need of a bankrupt law is 
severely felt by all insurance companies, as 
well as by all manufacturers and citizens 
generally ; a bankrupt law acts as a safety 
valve in its application to the moral hazard 
of the insurance business; that without it, 
percentages of losses increase, and with it 
they decrease ; that increase of losses means 
that the insured must pay increased pre- 
miums, and in the end the tax must come out 
of the people, and _as insurance is a necessity 
in all commercial transactions, any act to 
cheapen it is beneficial to the whole people: 
since the repeal of the National bankrupt law 
the fire waste of the country has gone up 
about $80,000,000 to $140,000,090 annually ; 
it can be demonstrated that with a proper 
National bankrupt law, the fire losses of the 
country will be reduced at least $30,000,000 
annually, and cousequently the rates of in- 
surance would soon be correspondingly re- 
duced ; therefore, for these reasons, in addi- 
tion to those heretofore urged from year to 
year by this body, be it 

Reavlved, That the National Board of Trade 
earnestly desires to impress upon ( ongress 
the necessity of a bankrupt law which will 
be fair alike to debtor and creditor; aud be- 
lieving the Torrey bankrupt bill to be such 
a measure'as will prove beneficial to the in- 
terests of the country, its prompt enactment 
into law is urgently recommended. 





AYLOR & WOODARD, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


920 Guaranty Building, 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA. 





Special attention given to foreclosure of mortgages, 
examination of abstracts of title, report on values of real 
estate in City and entire State of Minnesota. Collections 
given vigorous and prompt attention. 


CORRESPONDENCE SOLICITED. 
{2 Reference given when desired. 


GARVIN BELL, 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


No. 424 West Main Street, 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 





Prompt attention to Commercial Litigation and all 
Legal Business. 





REFxRs To ;—Logan C. Murray, Esq., Vice-Pres’t Trades- 
men's National Bank, New York; J. & J. Stuart & Co., 41 
Nassau st., New York; L. J. Gage, Esq., President of 
First National Bank, Chicago; Merchants & Manufact- 
urers Nationai Bank, Pittburgh, Pa.; Louisville City 
National Bank and Second Nativnal Bank, Louisville, Ky.; 
J.M. Robinson & Co., Louisville, Ky. 





JUST PUBLISHED ! 


mA MERICAN BANK RREPORTER 


For November-December, 1892. 


Carefully revised and corrected to December 10th. 


Gives the location, titles and names of all BANKs, BANK 
ers and FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS in the country, with 
their officers, capital, surplus and correspondents, etc, 

Towns and Villages without Banks and the nearest bank- 
ing point. 

A List oF RELIABLE ATTORNEYS, representing every 
City, Town and County, State and section of the country, 
together WITH AN ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ALL OFFICERS 
OF BANKS, list of perenge banks and bankers, et of 
the banking laws of all the States, list of bank directors of 
the principal cities, and other valuable matter. 

Every BANKER, BANK NOTARY, CASHIER, BOOKKEEP- 
ER, BROKER, MERCHANT AND BusINEss MAN should sub- 
scribe to this work. 


No Banker can do business intelligently without it. 





Single Copy, (post paid) - $1.50 
Yearly Subscription, (which includes 
two cloth bound copies and four paper.) - $6.00 


PUBLICATION OFFICE: 48 Church Street, - New York, 








ASSIGNMENT AND INSOLVENCY—EXEMPTIONS, 



























| Assignments and Insolvency. Exemptions. 
States and Territories. 

|Invol.Ass'mt. Preferences. { Discharge. Wages. | Homestead. 
CERT ROLE ones No. No.(a) $25 month. (1) $2,000. (14) 
BER isi cnanoeesceanees boas No. | Yes. (b) 30 days. (1) , 000. 
Arkansas.........---....- cos aces No.(a) 60 days. 2,000. (17) 
Nc kccceecacseneses Yes. No.(c) Yes.(d) | 30 days. (2) 5,000. 
ee NRE errr eawls No.(cv) dete | 3 for30 days. (1-3) 2,000. (15) 
Connecticut......-........ ee No. Yes. (e) $50. 1,000. (15) 
ee are oses No. No. $50. (4) (16) 
District of Columbia ...... ee No | statute. 2months. (5) «|| cwccocee 
NE ccccrneciscssbaneds an No. No. | ‘All. (17) 
NERS 5énsh cncancncnunes bans Yes. ee | AIL (1-6) 50 acres. (18) 
Idaho ...........2-.cse0es sina No. Yes.(d) | 30 days. $5,000. (19) 
Mllinois............2-..20-- wees No.(c) No.(w) | $50. ,000. 
Indiana .............0--+. mies No. No.(a) | 1 month. (1) 600. (20) 
Indian Territory.........- ones Yes. Anes | 60 days. 2,500. (21) 
RR iwensscskesetcckeenes aeons No. No.(a) | 90 days. (22) 
RR occ os cache pms weee or . No. No. (ax) 3 months, (17) 
Kentucky. ........... ... Yes. No. | No. (a) $50. 1,000. 
Louisiana ............-.--- Yes. Poe Yes.(f) All. (7) 2,000. (15) 
Ric pixccceccsostesccan Yes. Kaus Yes.(g) 1 month. (1 8) 500. (15) 
OTE Yes. No. Yes.(d) ai. 0 06—C<CS*«siCti‘(‘“ 
Massachusetts ...........-. Yes. eae Yes. (h) $20. (9) 800. (15) 
Michigan ...... exe ecce No. 0. 25. 1,500. 
Minnesota .........--...-- amine No. (ej) Yes.(b) All. (1-10) (1-23) 
Mississippi............-.. tae Yes. No.(a) $100. (1) 2,000. 
re er No. | No. (a) 30 days. 3,000. 
Er sees No | statute. 30 days. 2,500. 
rere wii Yes.(k) No.(a) 60 days. 2,000. 
TNR Ashes ccd nrwcneu Yes. nace MOB | éécccwae 5,000. 
New Hampshire .......... ciiee No. No. (ay) ‘“ . 500. (1) 
New Jersey............... esa No.(m) pe er 1,000. 
oe ee sale No. eave 3 months. 1,000. 
eee Yes.(n) No.(0) 60 days. 1,000. 
North Carolina............ ; Yes.(p) meee | exadaons 1,000. 
North Dakota............. No. No.(a) None. 5,000. (24) 
DED uctkitcnrnnndeecnsean No. No. | 3 months. (11) 1,000. 
eee No. ‘ 90 days. (17) 
So error | No. pC ee ae 
Pennsylvania ...........-. | No.(c) No.(a) All 300. (20) 
Rhode Island ...........-.- sans |  No.(k) No.(a) _. ne oe 
South Carolina............ icin No. Yes.(h) | 60 days. 1,000. 
Meme TRANOGR......cascecnes | ree No. No.\a) | None. 5,000. (17) 
PIED iiacnccne success | ante | No. No.(a) | $80. ('2) 1,000. 
Pian tibidckuks as weuinouls j No No.(r) All. (1) | (25) 
sient sanitawiekinens | Yes. No.(a) | 3 for60days. | 1,500. (26) 
Vermont..............--..| iba | No. bie $10. 500. 
Virginia ............ccce0- } eee: Yes. No. $50 month. (7) } 2,000. 
Washington ..........-... | ait | No. No.(s) 60 days. | 1,000. 
West Virginia ............ | No. me... 4b sassecne } ,000. 
Wisconsin a ee No.(c) Yes. (t) 3 months. (13) (27) 
| eee | | Yes. (u) Yes.(b) | $100. | ,500. 














INSOLVENCIES.—(A) Except as to amount paid. (B) As to creditors accepting dividends. (C) Except 


wages. 
consent. 
(K) Except $100 for wages. 
in numbers and one-half in amount of creditors consent. 
(O) Except under two-third act. (P) Under assignment 
izes at least 50% on indebtedness. (R) Unless dividend 
debtedness. 
creditors. 


(D) Except in case of fraud. 


(E) If 7% is paid. 
(G) Unless debt was contracted fraudulently. 
; ho, under insolvency proceedings. 


(T) As to resident creditors and foreign creditors filing claims. 
(V) Claims filed within 90 days have priority over others, except where notice was not received. 


(F) If majority in number and amount of creditors 
(H) As to claims filed. (J) Except public claims. 


(L)If cash value of property amounts to 50% of schedule debts, or if three-quarters 


(M) Except wages, to amount of $300. _(N) Limited. 
(Q) If estate real- 
(5S) Unless estate nets 50% of in- 


of one-third is paid. 
(U) But void as to oe 


(W) Claims filed after 90 days receive no dividends until those filed previously are paid. (X) Creditors may elect 


assignee. (Y) Unless three-quarters in number and amount of er 


itors consent, or unless 70% of debts is paid. 


EXEMPTIONS.—(1) Applies also to other than married man, if he is ‘‘head of family.” (2) One-half of 


same if debt is for necessaries. 
Castle county only. (5) Maximum $100. 
(9) $10 where debt is for necessaries. 
laborers and mechanics. (13) Not over $60 a month. 
must be recorded. 
(18) Five acres for each child under 16. 
(21) Maximum 160 acres. 
acres farm land. (24) Also to widow or widower. 


(3) «nd not less than $30. 
(6) Some exceptions. 
(10) If laborer and essential to support. 
(14) One lot in town or 160 acres farm land. 
(16) Law varies as to the several counties. 
(19) $1,000 if not head of family. 
(22) One-half acre in town, or 40 acres farm land. (23) One lot in city, 34 acrein 80 
(25) Lot in city, value $5,000, or 200 acres farm land. od or 

‘armers 


(4) But not if debt is for board or lodging, in New 
(7) If “laborer.” (8) Except for necessaries. 
(11) Maximum $150. (12) For 
(15) Claim 
(17) One acre in town or 160 acres farm land. 
(20) Either real or personal estate. 


husband and wife, and $250 for each child. (27) One-quarter acre in town, or 40 acres farm land. (28) 
allowed two horses, oxen or mules. (29) May be four oxen, horses or mules. ‘ 


Pe ee re 
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Standard Law Books 


~—~—_FOR EVERY LAWYER’S LIBRARY.— 





BEACH ON MODERN EQUITY JURISPRUDENCE, as determined by 
the Courts and Statutes of England and the United States. By CHaRLEs Fisk BEacn, 
Jr. 2vols.8vo. Price, $12.00 net, delivered. 

t2@"A complete and practical treatise along modern lines, giving the 
principles and practice of Equity as they are to-day. lt isnot only the latest, 
but also the most useful work on Equity for the practicing lawyer, 
because it contains much more exhaustively than any other work, an expos:tion of 
those doctrines of Equity that concern the Courts of to-day. 


SEDGWICK ON DAMAGES, EIGHTH EDITION. Entirely recon- 
structed and enlarged to three volumes—substantially a new work, 
Eleven years later than the previous edition, Revised, re-arranged and 
greatly enlarged, and embracing all the maceriai decisions in the American, English 
and Canadian Courts to the present time. By A. G. Szp@wick and J. H. BEALE, Jr. 
Price, $18.00 net, delivered. 

t@™ This is one of the ablest law books written, and has veen fitly termed *‘ a legal 
classic.’’ It is not only the latest, but in every way the most complete, able 
and satisfactory work on the subject. 


DANIEL ON NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. Fourth edition, re- 
vised, improved and materially enlarged. By Hon. Jonn W. DANIRL. 
Two extra large Svo. vols. Price, $12.00 net, or $12.60 de- 
livered,. 

t2@" The Supreme Court of the United States has made free use of 
this great work, quoting it with approbation in many cases, and the Appellate 
Tribunals of the States abound in citations from the text. lt treats of all 
securities which possess a negotiable quality. 


SHEARMAN AND REDFIELD ON NEGLIGENCE, A Treatise on the 
Law of Negligence, and the Remedies for Private Wrongs, and the Negligent Per- 
formance of Contracts. By Tuomas G. SHEARMAN and AMaASaA A. REDFIELD. Fourth 
edition, greatly enlarged, 2 vols. 8vo. Price, $12.00 delivered. 

{2 TuIs 18s THE STANDARD TREATISE ON NEGLIGENCE, and is substantially 
a new work, as this edition has been rewritten, recast, and extended to 
two large volumes. “It, like Ben Adhem’s Name, ‘Leads all the Rest.’ ”’ 


JONES ON NEGLIGENCE OF MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, By 
Dwient ARVEN JonES. 1 vol. 8vo. Price. 86,00 delivered. 

{@ This work presents the law applicable to municipalities of all grades, 
including Cities, Towns, Villages, Townships and Counties, 1t treats of 
the Negligence of these Corporations respecting governmental duties, such as 
keeping the peace, preserving the public health, extinguishing fires, etc., and respect- 
ing municipal duties, such as managing property, constructing and repairing 
streets, sidewalks, bridges, public buildings and sewers, etc. 


BEACH ON CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE. Second edition, re- 
vised, rearranged and greatly enlarged. By CuarLes Fisk BEacn, Jr. 
lvol. 8vo. Price, $86.00 net, or $6.25 delivered. 

@" This edition is practically a new work. 


WATERMAN ON THE LAW OF CORPORATIONS, Other than Munict- 
pil. With Cititations from the English and United States Courts, and from the 
Courts of every State and Territory in the Union. By Toomas W. WATERMAN. 
2 vols. 8vo. Price, $12.00 delivered. 

t2 This is the Most Exhaustive Work on Corporation Law. Some 
idea of the fulness of this new work may be formed from the fact that it contains 
nearly fifty per cent. more matter than 1s given in other works on the same subject. 
It is written by one of the most experienced law-writers of the day. 

WAIT ON INSOLVENT CORPORATIONS, A Practical Treatise on In- 
solvent Corporations, including the Liquidation, Reorganization, Forfeiture, Dis- 
solution, and Winding-Up of Corporations, and embracing the Rights, Powers, and 
Duties of Receivers, the Remedies of Creditors, and the Individual Liability of 
Stockholders and Officers. By FREDERICK 8. WAIT. 1 vol. 8vo. Price, 86,00 
delivered. 

@" This Is the Pioneer Book on a most important subject, pre- 
pared by an experienced legal writer. A work for every-day use in every 
State as to Insolvent Corporations of every kind, This treatise 
supplements all other works on general corporation law. 

WAIT ON FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES, CREDITORS’ BILLS, 
AND VOID AND VOIDABLE ACTS. Second edition, enlarged 
and improved, By FREDERICK S. Walt. 1 vol. 8vo. Price, $6.00 de- 
livered. 

g@™ The Alany Law Journal, in reviewing this new edition, says: “Jt is a well- 
known work, and is extensively cited by counsel and Judges in every 
State.’’ The Central Law Journal says: “Perhaps in the entire domain 
of legal literature there is no book of more practical value tothe 
commercial lawyer than this.”’ 

WHEELER ON THE MODERN LAW OF CARRIERS, By EverrzrrtP. 
WHEELER, of the New York Bar. 1vol. 8vo. Price, $4.25 delivered. 

2" No other Work on Carriers considers, except incidentally, many questions con- 
nected with the subject which are very fully treated in this volume. It supple- 
ments all other Works on this subject, and no lawyer who is interested in 
the Law of Carriers can afford to be without it. 





SEDGWICK AND WAIT ON TRIAL OF TITLETO LAND. Including 
Ejectment, Trespass to Try Title, Writs of Entry, Statutory Remedies for the Re- 
covery of Real Property, together with the Resulting Claims for Mesne Profits and 
Improvements; embracing a cunsideration of Color of Title, Title by Possession, and 
Adverse Possession, Plaintiff's Title and Evidence, Defences, Boundaries, and Eject- 
ment in Federal Courts. Second edition, rewritten and greatly enlarged. 
By Artuur G. SEDGWICK and FREDERICK S. WAIT. lvol.8vo. Price, $6.00 
delivered. 

{2 No lawyer can safely try a land case without consulting this work, for ft con- 
tains large numbers of cases and collections of authorities which have heretofore 
been practically out of the reach of the profession. The work is for general use, in 
every State of the Union. Over 6,000 cases are cited from the various State and 
Federal Reports. 


TOWNSHEND ON SLANDER AND LIBEL, and on the REMEDY BY OIVIL 
ACTION FOR THOSE WRONGS. With A CHAPTER ON MALICIOUS PROSECUTION. By 
JouHN TOWNSHEND. 4TH EDITION. MUCH ENLARGED AND IMPROVED. An extra 
large 8vo volume. Price, $6.00 delivered. 

t" This is the Standard American Work on Slander and Libel. 
It is exhaustive of the subject of which it treats. This fourth 
edition is over 12 years later than the previous edition. 


COOKE CN LIFE INSURANCE. A Concise but Exhaustive Treatise on the Law 
of Life Insurance, including Accident Insurance and Insurance by Mutual Benefit 
Societies. By Freperick H. CooKE, Esq., of the New York Bar. 1 vol., 8vo. 
Price, $4.25 delivered. 

[2 The Albany Law Journal says of this work: “ It appears to be remarkably 
concise, well arranged, and convenient. * * * The text would form an 
excellent basis for a statutory expression ofthe law. We have never 
seen an honester piece of work, and so utterly devoid of padding.” 


BURRILL ON VOLUNTARY ASSIGNMENTS, FoR THE BENEFIT OF 
CREDITORS, in which is incorporated the Statutory Provisions and Decisions of the 
Courts of the several States; also, the Law governing Assignees as to their Rights, 
Duties, and Liabilities. To which is added an Appendix of Forms. By ALEXANDER 
M. Burritt. Revised and largely rewritien by James L. Bishop. FirtH Eptrion, 
with notes to recent date by G. L. Sterling. 1lvol. 8vo. Price, $6.30 de- 
livered. 

2” This work is the only general Treatise oa Assignments for every 
State in the Union, 


JONES ON THE CONSTRUCTION OF COMMERCIAL AND 
TRADE CONTRACTS, By Dwicut ARVEN Jongs. 1 vol. 8vo. Price, 
35.00 delivered. 

2” This work fully discusses the law applicable to every business contract, 
and is a practical treatise of great importance to every lawyer. The subject of parol 
evidence to vary a written contract is more fully treated than in any other work. 
Neo law book has been more highly recommended. 


HOLT ON CONCURRENT JURISDICTION. By G.C.HoLr. 1vol. 8vo. 
Price $3.00 delivered. 

¢@™ In this work Mr. Holt not only shows the concurrent jurisdiction of the 

various Federal and State courts, but he also shows the importance of making 

a correct choice of concurreut remedies. The responsibility of counsel 

in this connection is also carefally considered. Several chapters are devoted to the 

Grounds of Preterence between the different Federal and State 

Courts, growing out of a variety of causes which are fully set forth by the author. 


RAM ON FACTS AS SUBJECTS OF INQUIRY BVYVAJURY. New, 
Fourth Edition, with Many Additional Notesand References. 1 vol, 
Svo., 538 pages. Price, $4.50 delivered. 

[2 This is one of the most fascinating law books that was ever written. There ts 
not a dry page from beginning to end. Perhaps in no other book of 500 pages has so 
much been collected that is of equal value and interest to the advocate.”--New York 
Tribune, July 2th, 1890. 

t2@ The Work is Purely Practical, and is intended to teach the art of try- 
ing a case before a Jury. If that difficult art could be taught by precept, it 
could be learned from this work. 


ABBOTT’S NEW PRACTICE AND FORMS. The Principles and Forms 
of Practice in Civil Actions in Courts of Record under the Codes of Procedure. Ad- 
apted also to Common Law and Equity Practice. By AUSTIN ABBOTT. 2 vols. 8vo. 
(over 2,000 pages). Price, $13.50 delivered. 

t2™ The object of this new work is to exhibit the powers of the court—common 
law, equitable, and statutory—as they are seen, 80 to speak, in motion, in the 
actual litigation of to-day. This purpose the author thought could be better accom- 
plished by a collection of forms with practical explanations and sug- 
gestions. 


AMERICAN PROBATE REPORTS, 7 vols. Containing recent Cases in the 
Highest Courts of the several States on points of Probate Law. With very fall 
Notes and References. Price, $5.00 per vol., delivered. 

2 These Reports contain the Cream of the Probate Law of the Country. 





BAKER, VOORHIS & CO., Law 


Publishers, 66 Nassau Si., NY. 


4 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








Business Established 18386. 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 


Frank C. SmitH, LL. B., EpiTor. 








A Business Journal for Business Lawyers. 





Discusses current commercial law and litigation ; reports the latest de- 
cisions and the events of legislation upon business affairs ; keeps 
abreast of contemporary legal literature ; gives news of 
the movements of attorneys and law associations, 
and of all matters of interest to live 
practitioners. 


IssuED MONTHLY. SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $1.00 PER YEAR. 








ASSOCIATE PUBLICATIONS. 


THE AMERICAN BANKER, 


A weekly journal giving a complete review of all banking and financial matters, new 
and closed banks, changes, counterfeits, and everything of interest to men of finance. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $4.00 per Year. 


THE AMERICAN BANK REPORTER, 


A »!-monthly, with semi-annual special editions, containing corrected lists of a) 
banks, bankers and financial institutions; officers. capital, surplus, etc., towns withou: 
bankine facilities and nearest g point; list of attorneys and other valuable in 





Subscription Price, $6.00, or with “ The American Banker,” $9.00 per Year. 





Unperwoop’s U. S. CountTEerRFEIT REPORTER, 


Contains a complete list of all American and Canadian counterfeits or altered or 
stolen bank notes, silver certificates, bunds, etc., issued Bi-Monthly. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $2.00 per Year. 
STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 
48 Church St., cor. Fulton St., (P. 0. Box 411.) NEW YORK CITY. 
Entered at the New York Post Office as Second Class Matter. 


NEW YORK, JANUARY, 1893. 


The American lawyer is the business man’s lawyer, 
hence THE AMERICAN LAWYER wil! be, first of all, the 
journal of the attorneys of business men. It will deal 
with those commercial and financial affairs which to-day 
form the great bulk of the work of the profession, in the 
practical manner in which every live attorney conducts 
his business. It will give to lawyers and credit-men the 
facts and news for which they are ever on the alert. No 
movement of lawyers, of courts or of legislatures of inter- 
est to commercial life and practice will be overlooked. 
This scrutiny and report will extend not only to the cur- 
rent discussion and decision of purely legal matters, but 
to the details of office information, indispensable to in- 
telligent action. 

It will make alliance with no interest that will em- 
barass the utmost freedom of commendation or criticism, 
and this it will give to men and measures as they deserve. 























Too LaTf for reply in this number, a subscriber 
sends some interesting queries concerning the effect 
upon a debt due a New York creditor, of a discharge in 
insolvency in Massachusetts, where said debt was not rep- 
resented, and of the application to said debt of the stat- 
ute of limitations, where suit is brought thereon in Massa- 
chusetts, within the legal limit. These questions will be 
given full reply in our next number, with authorities sus- 
taining the same. This will be the first meeting of our | 
“ Quiz Club,” membership to which is secured by becom. ! 
ing subscribers to THE AMERICAN LAWYER. ; 








LAWYERS will do well to communicate with us con- 
cerning representation in our attorneys’ list. 


A NATIONS NEED. 





A National bankruptcy law is a National necessity. 
If any argument be needed to prove this, it is found in the 
fact that each State to-day, through its assignment and 
insolvency ‘aws, is weakly endeavoring to fulfill the func- 
tions of such a measure. No reason can be urged against 
the former that is not equally potent against the latter. 
Every necessity of commercial life that sustains the lat- 
ter, much more strongly demands the former. Were com- 
merce confined to State lines, did business men never fail 
or were there no conflict of laws upon mercantile matters, 
such a need would not exist. But neither of these prem- 
ises is true. Commerce is National and the law of com- 
merce should be National. Business men fail, and they 
and their creditors should know unerringly in advance, 
what the legal process and result will be when this con- 


| tingency occurs. There is a conflict of laws between the 


States whereby the non-resident creditor is invariably 
placed at legal disadvantage and almost as invariably is 
at the mercy of a dishonest debtor. This should be rem- 
edied, but until the commission for the promotion of uni 
formity of laws completes its work, no substantial im- 
provement can be expected, except such as a National 
insolvency law will afford. Congress has constitutional 
power to legislate upon no other phase of the question. 

The argument against such a law, most general and 
in the public mind, most effective, is that which asserts a 
greater freedom for fraud thereunder, than is now prac- 
ticed. Why this is so the adherents of the present sys- 
tem, for very good reasons, fail to specify. The argument 
is ludicrous to every lawyer, and to every dishonest debtor 
who has sought the law’s protection to evade payment of 
his debts. 


But there are higher arguments in favor of the re- 
quired legislation than are implied from the foregoing. 

One of the strongest is, that every honest unfortun- 
ate, both upon the grounds of morality and of public poli- 
cy, is entitled to a discharge from obligations, to keep 
which he has exhausted every resource, and from which, 
if he finds no equitable escape, commercial death will 
follow. In every civilized land but ours such a discharge 
is accorded such debtors. Another, and probably more 
grave argument, is found in the waning of morals in the 
business community, directly tracable to the lack of such 
alaw. Its influence in direct commercial transactions, 
is perceivable to all in close touch with commercial life. 
But no more startling particular, upon this point, has 
lately been given, than that contained in a resolution of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis.. given in 
full in another column. From this utterance it appears 
that fully one-half of the annual increase of the National 
fire loss, since the last bankruptcy law was repealed, is 
directly tracable to such repeal, in that it removed a safe- 
guard to property and a restraint to unlawful deeds. This 
excess of annual loss is put at $30,000,000. 

There is instruction and warning in this resolution, 
and it depicts but one phase of moral hazard mightily en- 


| hanced by the lack of National protective legislation of 
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the character discussed. The nation should heed the 
costly lessons it is daily taught. Congress should not de- | 
lay another session, the enactment of a law that will 
discourage commercial fraud and encourage commercial 
probity. 





A FEW YEARS AGO the attorney who announced him- 
self a “collection lawyer” was regarded as hardly pro- 
fessional, and was looked upon by the bar and the public 
in general as a man of less than ordinary legal attain- 
ments. The development and requirements of commer- 
cial interests however, has changed this. There is no 
single department of the profession wherein so great a 
range of technical legal knowledge is necessary for suc- 
cessful practice, as in that of commercial law. The prac- 
titioner must be familiar with the intricacies of real es- 
tate and probate law for he may at any time be called 
upon to trace and assail a title or impeach a bequest. He 
must know the law of agency and partnerships and of 
corporations, for he is often required to quickly determine 
the exact nature of individual or associate liability. His 
knowledge of the rights and obligations of factors, 
brokers and consignees; of principals, guarantors and 
indorsers ; of common carriers, warehouse-men and ship- 
pers; the essentials of bonds and mortgages and deeds ; 


and the law of assignments and exemptions must be ready | 


and accurate. So too his understanding of the rights of 
attachment, replevin, execution and arrest. No man can 
meet the emergencies of a commercial practice unless he 
is ready to give prompt advice and take quick and safe | 
action upon any or all of these, and of other, technicalities. | 


* * 


* 
NoT THAT IT IS NECESSARY, or even wise, in every | 
case to institute some form of legal action. Far from it. | 
The lawyer that the business man is looking for is he who | 
knows when not to commence legal proceedings, as well | 
as he who knows what legal course to take when action is | 
essential. Necessarily, the merchant and banker at dis- 
tant points must rely upon the advice of the local attorney 
as to the wisdom of litigation, as well as upon his skill in 
conducting it. An error in the first instance is just as 
fatal to the client’s interests and to the attorney’s reputa- 
tion, as in the second. Many lawyers forget or overlook 
this, or, in the anxiety to secure court cases with the ac- 
companying incidents of costs and fee, ignoreit. The re- 
sult is a general distrust of the discretion of lawyers up- 
on practical business affairs. Let a lawyer once establish 
the reputation that he possesses a sound business sense, 
and business men will seek his counsel, even though he 
lacks a finished knowledge of legal subtleties. There are | 
very few cases where more than an accurate general | 
knowledge of certain legal principles are required at first, | 
but all cases demand the application of common sense and 
common honesty in the consideration of their non-pro- 
fessional features. If collection attorneys would always 
remember this and deal accordingly with their corres- 
pondents and clients, lack of patronage would cease. The 
lawyers who follow this rule most closely, are the ones 
controlling the collection business of the country. 


But there is a loud demand for an increase in the 
number. : 
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ON THE OTHER HAND, the lawyer has some rights 
that business houses and credit-men should respect. 


|The frequent failure to do so in the past is largely the 


cause of the present conditions of which they so loudly 
complain. That their general treatment of the lawyers 
with whom they correspond has improved of late years, 
shows that the old system of asking something for noth- 
ing is recognized as unprofitable, to say the least. They 
are learning that what they get for nothing is only worth 
about what it costs. But they, too, have a great advance 
to make. Any man of business would deem it an imposi- 
tion if he were asked by some stranger house with whom: 
he had never had any business relations and from whom 
he might never hear again, to give, gratis, an accurate 
financial report concerning some fellow-merchant, to se- 
cure which he, or a capable clerk, is expected to personally 
examine court and registry records, interview the doubt- 
ful dealer and others, and to thoroughly canvass every 
avenue of information on the matter. Yet this is exactly 
what the mercantile world has been and is asking, and 
very often getting, from lawyers all over the land. The 
reason they have failed to always receive what they want, 
is beeause they have so often failed to reciprocrate the 
courtesy jof the attorney by giving financial or business 
recompense. And this is only one of the mistakes of the 
counting room. 


Merchants and credit-men have the remedy for pre- 
sent evils of the collecting business in their own hands. 
This remedy is to be found in applying to credits, in their 
every stage, the same business common-sense which they 
apply to every transaction involving their stock of goods. 
They should deal with commercial lawyers as they deal 
with commercial men—make no business requests and ex- 
pect no business favors that are not compensated by some 
business equivalent. 








THE LAWYERS OF EVERY STATE which imposes an 
occupation tax upon the profession will be interested 
in a recent case in Texas involving that question. L. E. 
Trezevant of the Galveston bar refused to pay a profes- 
sional tax and was arrested. The United States circuit 
court released him under habeas corpus [proceedings. 
The Texas court of appeals has decided that he must 
pay the tax, but the plucky lawyer declines to accept its 
decision as final. He has taken steps to secure an opinion 
in the matter from the supreme court of the United 
States and feels confident the result will be in his favor. 
He bases his contention upon the fact that he is an attor- 
ney of the federal court in Texas, and gives his grounds, 
as follows: 


The supreme court of the United States has already solemn] 
announced that lawyers are officers of the courts, and that as roe 
they are as essential to the successful working of the courts as the 
clerks, the marshals and the judges themselves. This being the law- 
yers’ status, the exercise of their functions as such officers is not lia- 
ble to State taxation, since it is settled law that the agencies and in- 
strumentalities used by the federal government as necessary or con- 
venient to the exercise of the functions of any of its departments can- 
not be subiected to State taxation. 


His position is a strong one. If it shall be upheld it 
iS safe to say that the admissions to practice in the fed- 


eral courts, in States where such egislation exists, will 
speedily multiply. 
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THE ILLINOIS CENTRAL CASE. 





The recent decision of the United States supreme 
court in the Chicago lake-front cases is of great interest. 


_ It extends the doctrine, originally laid down in the 
‘ Louisiana Lottery cases, that there are certain rights of the 


people that legislatures are bound to respect. In the former 
cases, it held that these agencies of government cannot 
barter away the public health and the public morals. It 
now declares that there is a point beyond which the peo- 
ple cannot, by their servants, be dispossessed of their title 
to public property. This completes the trinity, to foster 
which,government is permissible. 

The legislature of Illinois granted certain rights to 
the Illinois Central Railroad Company on certain condi- 
tions. The company maintained that the fulfillment of 
those conditions vested those rights in the company in 
perpetuity, under the law of contracts. The legal posi- 
tion of the company under this claim has seemed almost 
impregnable. The sanctity of contracts is rigidly upheld 
by the law, and the Federal Constitution provides that 
their obligation shall not be impaired. But the court 
rules that the rights conveyed belonged to the people and 
could not be granted in perpetuity to a private party. 
These words are used: ‘“ The State can no more abdicate 
its trust over property in which the whole people are in- 
terested * * * so as to leave them entirely under the use 
and control of private parties * * * than it can abdicate 
its police powers.” The principle thus extended is one of 
supreme importance. It not only places a limit to the 
attainment of private right in public property, but meas- 
ures the extent of injury a State can suffer at the hands 
of indiscreet or venal legislatures. 


‘ 








PARTICULAR ATTENTION is called to the Syllabi- 
Digest, a feature of periodical literature, entirely new. 
By this system we are enabled, in the smallest possible 
space, and by an arrangement sure to facilitate enquiry, 
to give the busy lawyer the pith of the most recent de- 
cisions of our highest courts. These will be found thor- 
oughly indexed upon every point decided in each case. 
Special prominence will be given to cases involving mer- 
cantile and financial law, but we shall be liberal in the 
citation of those upon matters closely allied thereto, but 
not, perhaps, strictly commercial. Full case-reference, 
together with the publication where same can be found 
in advance of the regular reports, will always be given. 


THERE IS SOMETHING WRONG with the system of 
legal proceedure that enables a man with abundant means 
to evade the payment of just debts. Yet, under the laws 
of every State in this country, this is not only possible, but 
is being constantly accomplished. Every community con- 
tains men who enjoy an abundance of the good things of 
life, whose creditors can realize nothing. Instead of the 
law being adequate to compel them to discharge their 
obligations, it secures them immunity therefrom. The 
forces of the State make them safe in their possessions, 
instead of exacting of them a rigid accounting thereof and 
a just distribution to those they owe. 

By what processes and with the aid of what laws 





this is done need not now be considered. The method 
varies and will form the subject of incisive discussion in 
these columns hereafter. But every lawyer realizes the 
necessity for some relief. So does every creditor. AS 
the mentor of the commercial world, the commercial bar 
owes it to itself to lead in the establishment of a new 
regime that shall put the honest creditor on an equal 
footing, under the law, with a dishonest debtor. 


IN ANOTHER COLUMN we briefly discuss the general 
topic of a National bankruptcy law. We wish now to 
urge upon our readers a careful examination of the sum- 
mary of the Torrey Bankruptcy Bill presented in the de- 
partment of legislation. This bill is now pending before 
Congress and will come up for final consideration during 
the present session. While the measure is open to sug- 
gestion on several points, it is, by far, the most effective 
instrument of its kind that has ever been reported in this 
country. It ought to, and probably will, become a law. 
To render its passage more certain, however, every lawyer 
and bar association, and every counting-room and com- 
mercial organization should bring personal and persistent 
pressure upon the members of Congress in its behalf. 
Let this work begin at once. 








THERE ARE LIMITATIONS to the statute of limita- 
tions. That is to say, there are a number of causes or 
contingencies, the existence of which in particular cases, 
will suspend or waive the statute. In some States a mere 
acknowledgment of the existence of the debt will revive 
a barred claim. In others, the acknowledgment must be 
accompanied by a distinet promise of payment, usually 
in writing. A payment on account is substantial evidence 
of the fact of indebtedness, and is construed by most 
courts as a promise to pay in full. Absence of the debtor 
from the State where the debt was contracted, or a sur- 
reptitious concealment therein during the period of limi- 
tation, as a general rule, works a suspension of the law 
for the period of such absence or concealment. 

It is not wise, therefore, to consider a claim as of no 
value, simply because on its face it is outlawed. The 
most industrious examination into the history of the debtor 
should be made by the attorney holding such a claim. It 
is rarely the case that some pregnable point cannot be 
found upon which to proceed successfully. 

A SHARP ADMONITION to attorneys is contained in 
the decision of the supreme court of Georgia in the case 
of Baker v. State (15 8S. E. Rep., 788.) The court decided 
among other things, that it is cause for disbarment, for a 
lawyer in accounting to his client for money collected, to 
retain fifty per cent. of the amount collected without an 
express contract to justify it, and to give a false and de- 
ceitful statement of the expenses he had paid. It also 
held that the same penalty might be visited upon an at- 
torney who intermeddled between another attorney and 
his client, slandering the former and endeavoring to se- 
cure the chent. Disbarment, simply, is altogether too 
mild a retribution to follow such deeds as these. 





VIGILANCE, INDUSTRY, RECTITUDE, are the trium- 
virate of the successful lawyer. 
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LEGISLATION. 


Current Legislation—Action of Legislatures and Legislative Committees — 
Amendments proposed by Legal and Trade Associations, affecting business affairs. 











TORREY BANKRUPT BILL. 





In 1890 this bill passed the House of Representatives and was 
favorably reported by the Senate judiciary committee but was not 
considered in the Senate because of its place on the calendar. In 
the present Congress it was introduced in the House by Hon. Will- 
iam C. Oates of Alabama andin the Senate by Hon. Bishop W. Per- 
kins of Kansas. The House judiciary committee has reported the 
bill favorably. 

A summary by chapters and sections is as follows: 


CuHaPt%R I.—Bankrupts. 


Sections. Sections. 
1. Meaning of Words and Phrases. 9. Extradition of Bankrupts. 
2. Acts of Bankruptcy. 10. Suits by and against Bankrupts. 
3. Who may become Bankrupts. 11. Compositions, when Confirmed. 
4. Partners. 12. Compositions, when Set Aside. 
5. Exemptions of Bankrupts. 13. Discharges, when Granted. 
6. Duties of Bankrupts. 14. Discharges, when Revoked. 
7. Death or Insanity of Bankrupts. 15. Co-debtors of Bankrupts. 
8. Protection and Detention of Bank- 16, 


Debts not Affected by a Discharge. 
rupts. 

Section 1. Words and phrases are given certain meanings in 
order to prevent unnecessary repetition, e. g., “courts of bank- 
ruptcy” shall include the district courts of the United States and 
Territories and the supreme court of the District of Columbia; 
‘** persons” shall include corporations, officers, partnerships and 
women. 

Sec. 2. Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall consist of his hav- 
ing, within six months before the filing of a petition against him, 
concealed himself to defeat his creditors ; failed for thirty days, or 
conditionally within such time, while insolvent to secure the release 
of property levied upon for $500 or over; made a transfer of pro- 
perty to defeat his creditors ; made an assignment or filed in court 
an admission of insolvency; made, while insolve.t, an option con- 
tract; male, while insolvent, a preference; procured or suffered a 
judgment against himself to defeat creditors; secreted property to 
avoid process ; suffered, while insolvent, executions for $500 or over 
to be returned unsatisfied ; or suspended and not resumed, while 
insolvent, payment of commercial paper for thirty days for $500 or 
over. 

The time within which proceedings in bankruptcy may be insti- 
tuted shall not begin to run until parties in interest shall have had 
an opportunity to be advised of the facts. 

Sec. 3. Any person who owes debts, except a corporation, shall 
be entitled to the benefits of this act as a voluutary bankrupt. 

Any person whose debts amount to $500 or over, if adjudged an 
involuntary bankrupt upon a fair and impartial trial, shall be sub- 
ject to the provisions of the act, except a National bank, a person 
engiged chiefly in farming or the tillage of the soil, or a wage- 
earner. 

Sec. 4. Partners may be adjudged bankrupts. The partnership 
creditors, if all of them are adjudged bankrupts, shall nominate the 
trustee. The court first obtaining jurisdiction over one partner may 
have jurisdiction of all of them and of the partnership estate, if 
all of the partners are adjudged bankrupts. Ifany one or more 
partners are not adjudged bankrupt they shall settle the estate and 
account for the share of the bankrupt partners. 

Sec. 5. The bankrupt will be allowed the exemptions provided 
by the laws of his State. 

Sec. 6. The bankrupt shall attend the first meeting of his credit- 
ors if requested by any of them to do so, and the hearing upon the 
petition for a discharge; comply with the orders of the court; ex- 
amine claims as to their correctness against his estate; execute such 
papers as may be necessary; inform his trustee of attempts to com- 
mit fraud by his creditors; file a schedule of his property and list 
of his creditors, and submit to an examination concerning the con- 
ducting of his business, the cause of his bankruptcy, his dealings 
with his creditors and other persons, and the amount and where- 
abouts of his property. 

Sec. 7. The death or insanity of a bankrupt shall not abate the 
proceedings in bankruptcy. 

Sec. 8. Bankrupts are exempt from arrest upon civil process 
except in certain cases. 

Sec. 9. Bankrupts may be extradited from one district to an- 
other in accordance with the laws now in force upon that subject. 

Sec. 10. Certain suits shall be stayed, subject to the order of the 
court of bankruptcy. Suits by and against bankrupts may be prose- 
cuted or defended by trusteés. Suits shall not be brought by or 
— the trustee subsequent to two years after the estate has been 
closed. 

Sec. 11. A composition may be offered after, but not before, the 
bankrupt has been examined in open court or at a meeting of his 
creditors and after he has filed a schedule of his property and list of 
his creditors. The application may be filed in court after, but not 
before, it has been accepted by a majority in number and amount of 
all the creditors whose claims have been allowed and after the con- 
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have priority and the costs of the court have been deposited subject 
to the order of the judge. After these conditions have been cum- 
plied with and the application has been filed a time will be fixed for 
the hearing and the composition wiil be confirmed if it is for the 
best interests of the creditors; if the bankrupt is entitled to a dis- 
charge; if his embarrassment is not due to his fraudulent acts; and 
if the offer and acceptances are in good taith ani have been properly 
procured. ‘Lhe confirmation of a composition will result in the dis- 
charge of the bat kiupt except from a compliance with the terms of 
the composition. 

Sec. 12. A composition will be set aside upon application made 
within six months after it is confirmed if it was fraudulently ob- 
tained. 

Sec. 13. A person, not a corporation, may, after the expiration 
of two months after the adjudication and within the next four 
months, apply for a discharge ; if it isimpossible to file the petition 
within that time the judge may permit it to be filed within the next 
six months but not thereafter. A discharge shall not be granted to 
a person who has committed an offense punishable by imprisonment 
or fine (see section relating to offenses), given a preference which 
has not been surrendered, knowingly made a materially false state- 
ment concerning his financial condition, made a transfer of his pro- 
perty which might have been impeached as fraudulent unless it has 
been surrendered to the trustee, or with fraudulent imtent destroyed 
or neglected to keep books showing his financial condition. 

Sec. 14. A diseharge may be revoked upon application filed 
within two years after being granted if it transpires that it was 
fraudulently procured. 

Sec. 15. Co-debtors of bankrupts shall not be affected by the 
discharge of such bankrupts. 

Sec. 16. A discharge shall release the bankrupt, not a corpora- 
tion, from provable debts, except such as are due as a tax, have not 
been duly scheduled or were created by frand, embezzlement or de- 
falcation while acting as an officer or in a fiduciary capacity. 


CHAPTER II.—Courts. 


Sections. Sections. 

17. Jurisdiction of Courtsof Bankruptcy. 24. Jurisdiction of Appellate Courts. 

18. Process, Pleadings and Adjudica- 25. Appeals and Writs of Error. 
tions. 26. Arbitration of Controversies. 

ly. Jury Trials. 27. Compromises. 

20. Oaths, Affirmations. 28. Designation of Newspapers. 

21. Evidence 29. Offenses. 

2. Reference of cases after Adjudication. 30. Rules, Forms and Orders. 

23. Jurisdiction of United States Circuit 31. Computation of Time. 


Courts. 32. Transfer of Cases. 


Sec. 17. Courts of bankruptcy are invested with original juris- 
diction in proceedings in bankruptcy. 

Sec. 18. Upon the filing of an involuntary petition process will 
be issued as in equity cases returnable within fifteen days. The 
answer must be fied under oath in ten days after the retura day. 
lf a defense is made the court, with or without the intervention of 
a jury, shall determine the controversy. If no defense is made the 
judge shall enter the judgment, if present; if he is absent the case 
shail be referred to the referee. Creditors other than those initiat- 
ing the proceedings may appear either as petitioners or defendants. 

Sec. 19. Jury trials may be had upon application of bankrupts 
as now provided by law. 

Sec. 20. Oaths or affirmations may be administered by referees, 
State and federal officers now authorized by law to administer 
oaths, and diplomatic or consular officets in foreign countries. 

Sec. 21. Any person may be examined wherever found as a wit- 
ness in any bankruptcy proceeding. Depositions will be taken under 
the laws now in force upon that subject. Notices of the taking of 
depositions will be filed with the referee in every case and will be 
served upon the parties in interest in given cases. Records of the 
courts may be used as evidence. 

Sec. 22. After the adjudication the judge will cause the estate 
to be administered or refer it to the referee for general or special 
purposes, and may at any time change the reference. 

Sec. 23. Circuit courts of the United States are given jurisdic- 
tion of controversies about the property of bankrupt estates in the 
same manner and to the same extent as though bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings bad not intervened. The trustee can only sue in the State 
or federal court in which the bankrupt might have sued had he not 
become a bankrupt, except by consent. United States circuit courts 
have jurisdiction over persons who have committed offences. 

Sec. 24. Appellate courts will have jurisdiction to hear cases 
brought by appeal or writ of error from bankruptcy courts in term 
time and vacation. In cases in which appeals and writs of error 
will not lie they will have a superintending control over proceec- 
ings had in benkruptcy courts. 

Sec. 25. Appeals and writs of error may be taken in controver- 
sies involving $500 or over, adjudications upon petitions, the grant- 
ing or refusing of applications for removal of eases and the granting 
or dismissal of petitions for the discharges within ten days, in ac- 
cordance with the laws now in force, except that the same shall be 
returnable within ten days, unless farther time be granted. Trus- 
tees are not required to give bonds when they appeal or sue out 

writs of error. 

Sec. 26. The arbitration of controversies may be had between 
trustees and opposing parties. 


Sec. 27. Compromises may be made by the trustees with ad- 
verse claimants. 











siderativn to be paid and the money necessary to pay debts which 
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Sec. 28. Newspapers for the publication of notices shall be des- 
ignated by the court. 

Sec. 29. Officers who embezzle, bankrupts who defraud and 
creditors who present false claims may be punished by imprison- 
ment for not exceeding two years. Bankruptcy officers who neglect 
to perform their duties may be fined 1ot to exceed $100 for each 
offense. Proceedings for the punishment of wrongdoers must be 
commenced within one year. 

Sec. 30. Rules, forms and orders shall be prescribed by the su- 
preme court. Courts of bankruptcy may prescribe additional rules 
and orders. 

Sec. 31. Time shall be computed according to a uniform rule. 

Sec. 32. In the event that proceedings are began in several 
courts, each of which has jurisdiction, the cases in all of the courts 
but one may be transferred to such court to be consolidated and 
administered. 


CHAPTER III.—Oficers. 


Sections. Sections. 

33. Creation of two Offices. 44. Appointment of Trustees. 

24. Appointment of Referees. 45. ne gpg vee of Trustees. 

35. Qualifications of Referees. 46. Death or Removal of Trustees. 
36. Oaths of Office of Referees. 47. Duties of Trustees. 

37. Number of Referees. 48. Compensation of Trustees. 

38. Jurisdiction of Referees. 49. Accounts and Papers of Trustees. 
39. Duties of Referees. 50. Bonds of Referees and Trustees. 
40. Compensation of Referees. 51. Duties of Clerks. 

41. Contempts before Referees. 52. Compensation of Clerks. 


42. Records of Referees. 53. Duties of Attorney-General. 
43. Absence or Disability of Referees. 54. Statistics of Bankruptcy Proceedings 

Sec. 33. The offices of referee and trustee are created. 

Sec. 34. Courts of bankruptcy shall appoint and remove refer- 
ees and prescribe and change their districts. 

Sec. 35. Referees may be commissioners of deeds, justices of the 
peace, masters in chancery or notaries public, but shall not hold 
other offices of profit or emolument ; they shall not be related to the 
judges. 

, en. 36. Referees shall take the oath of office prescribed for 
United States judges. 

Sec. 37. There shall be such number of referees as may be neces- 
sary to expeditiously transact the business of the court. 

Sec. 38. Referees may exercise the powers of the courts for the 
production of evidence, except the power of commitment; and their 
jurisdiction to enforce the act, except as to discharges, compositions 
and the seizure of the property of bankrupts. 

Sec. 39. The referee shall cause estates to be promptly adminis- 
tered. 
Sec. 40. Referees shall receive as their compensation in each 
case a ten-dollar filing fee and a commission of 1 per cent. on the 
dividends paid when estates are administered and half that amount 
when there is a composition. 

Sec. 41. Persons may be punished by courts of bankruptcy for 
the commission of contempts before referees. 

Sec. 42. Records of referees shall be kept in the same manner as 
courts keep their equity records; those of each case shall be kept in 
a separate book. 

Sec. 43. Whenevera referee is absent or becomes disqualified the 
judge may appoint another referee to act, or may act pereonally. 

Sec. 44. Trustees shall be appointed by the creditors, or, if they 
fail to act, by the court. 

Sec. 45. Trustees may be individuals or trust companies. 

Sec. 46. The death or removal of the trustee shall not abate any 
suit or proceeding. 

Sec. 47. Trustees shall promptly administer the estates. 

Sec. 48. Trustees shall be paid, as full compensation, a $5 filing 
fee and 5 per cent. on the first $5,000 paid to creditors in dividends, 
2 per cent. on the second $5,000, and 1 per cent. on additional 
amounts. 

Sec. 49. The accounts and papers of trustees shall be open to the 
inspection of all parties in interest. 

Sec. 50. Referees and trustees shall give bonds, under very care- 
ful restrictions, with solvent sureties, conditioned for the perform- 
ance of their official duties. The court shall fix the amount of the 
bond of the referee. The creditors shall fix the amount of the bond 
of the trustees and may increase it. 

Sec. 51. Clerks shall perform their duties and account for the 
moneys received. 

Sec. 52. Clerks shall be paid, as full compensation, a filing fee 
of $10 in each case. 

Sec. 53. The attorney-general shall collect and lay before Con- 
gresss tatistics as to proceedings in bankruptcy. 

Sec. 54. Bankruptcy officers shall make reports to the attorney- 
general for statistical purposes. 


CHAPTER IV.—Creditors. 


Sections. 

55. Meetings of Creditors. 58. Notices to Creditors. 

56. Voters at Meetings of Creditors. 59. Who may File and Dismiss Petitions. 
57. Proof and Allowance of Claims. 00. Preferred Creditors. 


Sec. 55. The first meeting of the creditors shall be held after ten 
aad within thirty days after the adjudication at the county seat of 
the county in which the bankrupt has done business, resided or had 
his domicile; or if such place is manifestly inconvenient as a meet- 
ing place, or if such meeting by any mischance is not held within 
such time, the court shall fix the time and place most convenient to 


Sections. 
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the parties in interest. The judge or referee shall preside. The 
bankrupt may be examined. Subsequent meetings shall be called 
as occasion may require. The court shall call a meeting whenever 
one-fourth or more in number and amount of the creditors re- 
quest it; a majority or more of the creditors may fix the place of 
meeting. Meetings after the first one may be held by consent with- 
out notice. 

Sec. 56. Creditors at their meetings shall determine matters 
submitted to them by a majority vote in number and amount of 
those present. 

Sec. 57. The proof of a claim shall consist of a statement under 
oath by the creditor, setting forth the claim, the consideration 
therefor, the securities held, the payments made and the sum 
claimed as still ‘ue. Claims shall be allowed unless objection is 
made. Objections shall be heard and determined in a summary way. 
Claims of creditors who have received preferences shall not be al- 
lowed, unless they surrender their preferences. The value of secur- 
ities held shall be determined and the amount realized be credited 
upon the claims and a dividend shall be paid only on the unpaid 
balance. 

Sec. 58. The creditors shall have ten days’ notice, unless they 
waive it in writing, of examinations of the bankrupt; hearings upon 
applications for the confirmation of a composition or a discharge ; 
meetings of creditors; anticipated sales of property ; the filing of 
the final accounts of trustees ; the declaration and time of payment 
of dividends; the proposed compromise of controversies; and the 
proposed dismissals of proceedings. 

Sec. 59. Petitions may be filed or dismissed by three creditors 
of a bankrupt who together have provable claims in excess of securi- 
ties held, for at least $500; if there are less than twelve creditors, 
one of them holding such a claim: may file the petition. Creditors 
other than the original petitioners, may become petitioners or de- 
fendants. 

Sec. 60. Preferred creditors are those who have within four 
months before the filing of a petition procured property from an in- 
solvent with intent to defeat the operation of the act; or for the 
purpose of obtaining a greater percentage of their debts than other 
creditors of the same class; if the person receiving such preference 
has reasonable cause to believe that a fraud upon this act was in- 
tended the property received, or its value, may be recovered by the 
trustee. 


CHAPTER V.—Estates. 


Sections. Sections. 
61. Depositories for Funds. 66. Unclaimed Dividends. 
62. Expenses of Administering Estates. 67. Liens. 


63. Debts which may be Proved. 68. Set-Offs and Counter Claims. 
64. Debts which have Priority. 69. Possession of Property. 
65. Declaration and Payment of Dividends. 70. Title to Property. 


Sec. 61. Depositories for money shall be designated by the 
courts. They shall be required to give such bonds as the court may 
deem necessary. 

Sec. 62. Expenses shall be reported in detail under oath, and 
shall not be paid until allowed by the court. 

Sec. 63. Debts may be proved which are a fixed liability, as evi- 
denced by a written instrument, and owing at the time of the filing 
of the petition, whether then due or not; dueascos's; and judg- 
ments rendered after the flling ot the petition. Unliquidated debts 
may be liquidated and proved. 

Sec. 64. Debts which have priority are those which are due as 
taxes, when there is property on which they constitutea lien. Other 
debts which have priority are the filing fees paid by the creditors ; 
the costs of administration ; wages due to employes which have been 
earned within three months before the filing of the petition, not to 
exceed $300 to each employe ; and debts which have priority by the 
laws of the States of the United States. 

Sec. 65. Dividends of an equal percentage will be declared and 
paid on all claims, except such as have priority, or are secured ; the 
first dividend shall be declared within thirty days after adjudica- 
tion, if the money equals five per cent or more. Subsequent divi- 
dends may be declared as often as the money equals ten per cent 
and upon the closing of the estate. 

Sec. 66. Dividends unclaimed for six months shall be paid into 
court. Such as remain unclaimed for two years shall be distributed 
to the creditors until they are paid in full and then be paid to the 
bankrupt. : 

Sec. 67. Claims which would not have been valid liens as against 
the claims of creditors of a bankrupt shall not be liens against the 
estate. Whenever a creditor is prevented from enforcing his rights 
as against a lien created or attempted to be created by his debtor, 
the trustee may enforce such lien for the benefit of the estate. Liens 
obtained by compulsory processes begun against a person within 
four months before the filing of the petition shall be dissolved in the 
event of an adjudication, or if such glissolution would militate 
against the best interests of the estate,they shall not be dissolved, but 
the trustee shall protect and enforce them for the benefit of the es- 
tate. Ifa lien shall have been realized upon, the amount may be 
recovered by the trustee. Liens given in good faith and for a 
present consideration shall not be affected by bankruptcy proceed- 
ings. 

. Sec. 68. Set-offs and counter claims may be enforced as between 
the trustee and the person with whom the bankrupt dealt, but not 
between the trustee and a purchaser with notice. 




















Sec. 69. The bankrupt’s property may be seized by order of the 
court after the filing of the petition and before the adjudication, if 
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| to construe a written instrument, and to declare its legal effect, 


there is danger of its being improperly transferred, upon the giving | 


of bond by the creditors; the defendant may give a forthcoming 
bond and retain possession of the property. 

Sec. 70. The title of the bankrupt to property, except such as is 
exempt, shall vest in the trustee as of the date of the filing of the 
petition. The trustee may institute proceedings to have set aside 
any fraudolent transfer made by the bankrupt. All personal prop- 
erty shall be appraised. Personal property shall not be sold for less 
than 75 per cent of its appraised value, except subject to the ap- 
proval of the court. All real and mixed property shall be sold sub- 
ject to the approval of the court. 


LAW. 
Full text of the Latest Decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts, upon Com- 


mercial, Corporation and Financial matters, and involving points of practice 
valuable to Commercial attorneys. 











PARTNERSHIPS—OPINION OF ONE TO PROVE 
SAME—DECLARATIONS AND ADMISSIONS. 





Supreme Court of Alabama. June 22, 1892. 
ALEXANDER V. HANDLEY ¢? al. 





1. In an action to recover from a partner a debt of the firm, the 
written agreement under which he and his fellow were doing busi- 
ness having been shown, the testimony of his fellow as to whether 
they were partners was inadmissible, being an expression of opinion 
as to the effect of the contract, whose construction was for the 
court. 

2. In an action to enforce the liability of an alleged partner for 
debts of the firm, evidence of his conduct and admissions, tending to 
show that he was a partner, was inadmissible, where they were not 
communicated to plaintiff or relied on by him. 

3. Defendant’s declarations to a stranger were inadmissible in 
his behalf. 

Geo. W. Taylor, for appellant. 
ston, for appellees. 

WaLKER, J. The appellant, J. D. Alexander, was liable to the 
appellees, who were creditors of the firm of D. C. Alexander & Co., 
if (1) at the time the debt to the appellees was contracted he was 
actually a partner of that firm by agreement; or (2) whether in 
fact he was a partner or not, if he permitted himself to be held out 
as a partner, and the appellees contracted with the firm on the faith 
that he was a partner. In the one case his liability results from the 
fact that the debt was contracted by a partnership of which he was 
really a member ; in the other, because as his previous declarations 
or conduct have amounted to a representation that he was a part- 
ner, he may be treated as really a partner by one who has been mis- 
led to his prejudice by relying on the truth of such representation. 
Fertilizer Co. v. Reynolds, 85 Ala. 19, 4 South. Rep. 639; Levy v. 
Alexander (Ala.), 10 South. Rep. 394. It was competent for the ap- 
pellees to show either or both of the two states of fact. They under- 
took to prove both of them. The first-mentioned state of facts 
could not be established by anything short of evidence of an agree- 
ment, express or implied, on the part of J. D. Alexander to be a 
partner in the defendant firm. It was not, however, incumbent on 
the appelless to prove the terms of the partnership agreement. It 
was clearly shown that the agreement which disclosed who were 
members of the firm of D. C. Alexander & Co., and which estab- 
lished the partnership relation as it really existed, was in writing. 
The writing itself was the best evidence of the actual agreement ; 
yet as the plaintiffs were not entitled to the custody of that paper, 
and could not be presumed to have possession of it, they could not 
be required to prove its contents. It was competent for them as 
strangers to the partnership, to establish its existence either by 
proof of the written instrument evidencing the partnership agree- 
ment, or by other evidence that there was an agreement between 
the individual defendants the legal effect of which was to make 
them partners or liable as such to persons dealing with the firm. 
Griffin v. Doe, 12 Ala. 783; 17 Amer. & Eng. Enc. Law, 1316. The 
plaintiffs undertook, as they had the right to do, to prove the part- 
nership in both ways. They offered secondary evidence of the con- 
tents of the written instrument, the original paper having been lost 
or mislaid. D. C. Alexander was examined as a witness on this sub- 
ject. In the course of his examination, in reference to the existence 
and contents of the written agreement, he was asked this question : 
“Was or not J. D. Alexander a member of said partnership?” The 
connection in which the question was asked made it plain that its 
purpose was io call out the opinion or conclusion of the witness as 
to whether the effect of the agreement which was evidenced by the 
writing was to make J. D. Alexander a partner. The answer of the 
witness shows that he understood the question to have that mean- 
ing. His answer was: ‘J. D. Alexander was a member of the firm, 
according to my construction of the contract.” The question called 
for and elicited incompetent testimony, and the objection to it 
should have been sustained. It is the exclusive province of the court 
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whether the instrument itself is produced or its contents are proved 
by secondary evidence. So far as the attempt was to show that the 
agreement which was reduced to writing made J. D. Alexander a 
partner, the evidence should have been confined to proof of the exe- 
cution avd of the contents of the written instrument. It was com- 
petent for the plaintiffs to prove the language of that instrument. 
It was for the court, and not for the witness or the jury, to construe 
that language when proved. If the purpose was to prove by this 
witness, independent of his testimony iu regard to the written in- 
strument, that J. D. Alexander was by agreement a member of the 
defendant firm, the opinion or conclusion of the witness that such 


| was the case would not be competent evidence. ‘‘‘ Partnership, and 


who compose it, must be proved, not by reputation or opinion, but 


| as other material facts are proved. Conduct, conversation, control, 
| or any other relevant fact tending to show it, or that persons per- 
| mitted themselves to be treated or trusted as partners, are among 
| the pertinent questions by which partnership liability is established. 


| else. 








We mean the facts, not opinions or conclnsions drawn from them.” 
Rabitte v. Orr, 83 Ala. 185, 3 South. Rep. 420. The conduct and 
declarations of J. D. Alexander which were testified to by the wit- 
ness Adams were not communicated to the plaintiff or to any one 
The plaintiffs could not have relied on or have been misled 
by expressions or dealings of which they were not informed, A 
party is not entitled to make a circumstance of which he was wholly 
ignorant the basis of an estoppel in pais in his favor. Fertilizer Co. 
v. Reynolds, supra; Levy v. Alexander, supra. The motion to ex- 
clude the testimony of the witness Adams should have been sus- 
tained. The letter of J. D. Alexander to McDonald, so far as it re- 
ferred to the partnership at all, was a declaration in his own favor 
to a stranger to the plaintiffs. A party’s own declarations, made in 
the absence of his adversary, cannot be converted into evidence for 
him. Woodruff v. Winston, 68 Ala. 412. The court properly refused 
to admit the letter in evidence. 
Reversed and remanded. 








ALTERATION OF NOTE—EFFECT OF, WHEN 


FRAUDULENT—WHEN INNOCENT. 





Supreme Court of Nebraska. July 1, 1892. 
WALTON PLOW CO. Vv. CAMPBELL, et ux. 





1. An unauthorized alteration of a non-negotiable note by the 
payee, after execution thereof, by the insertion of the word 
“* bearer,” is a material alteration and nullifies the instrument. 

2. The material alteration of a note by the payee, made without 
fraudulent intent, renders the paper void. 

3. The fraudulent alteration of a note, in a material matter, ex- 
tinguishes the debt. 

Atkinson § Doty, for appellant. 
Stewart, for appellees. 

Norval, J. This is an action to foreclose a real estate mort- 
gage given by L. 8S. Campbell and wife to one D. H. Duperon, to 
secure the payment of a promissory note for the sum of $100, with 
interest at 10 per cent. from date thereof. Plaintiff is the owner 
and holder of said note and mortgage. The court permitted the de- 
fendants to introduce testimony tending to prove that the note had 
been materially altered since its execution, by writjng in the word 
‘** bearer,” although the note was non-negotiable when signed. It is 
undisputed that the note when signed by defendants was non-nego- 
tiable, and that after its delivery, but before the instrument came 
into the possession of plaintiff, it was changed by inserting the word 
“bearer.” The writing of this word in the body of the note changed 
its character, and invalidated the instrument. The alteration is a 
material one, and, being unauthorized by the makers, no action 
could be maintained thereon. Booth v. Powers, 56 N. Y. 22; Union 
Nat. Bank v. Roverts, 45 Wis. 373; Croswell v. Labree, 81 Me. 44, 
16 Atl. Rep. 331; McCauley v. Gordon, 64 Ga. 221; Morehead v. 
Bank, 5 W. Va. 74; Needles v. Shaffer, 60 Iowa, 65, 14 N. W. Rep. 
129. 

But it is contended by counsel for appellant that the payee hav- 
ing indorsed the note, and plaintiff having received the same in good 
faith, in the usual couree of business, the indorsee has a rignt of ac- 
tion upon the note, notwithstanding the alteration thereof. We 
cannot agree with counse] in this contention. This court has more 
than once held that the unauthorized material alteration of a nego- 
tiable note by the payee nullifies the instrument, even in the hands 
of a bona fide holder. Palmer v. Largent, 5 Neb. 223; Brown v. 
Straw, 6 Neb. 536; Davis v. Henry, 13 Neb. 497, 14 N. W. Rep. 523. 

It is finally insisted the district court erred in ruling that the 
mortgage given to secure the note was no lien upon the property 
described in the mortgage; in other words, that plaintiff was en- 
titled to a decree of foreclosure, notwithstanding the alteration of 
the note it was given to secure. Authorities are to be found which 
sustain the position contended for by counsel. The leading case so 
holding is Gillett v. Powell, Speer. Eq. 144. This case was followed 
by the supreme court of South Carolina in Plyler v. Elliott, 19 8. C. 
257, and Smith v Smith, 27 S. C. 166, 3S. E. Rep. 78. The court of 
last resort in the State of Illinois held that where a mortgagee has 
fraudulently made a material alteration of a note, to secure which 
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the mortgage was executed, the debt is thereby discharged, and de- 
feats a foreclosure of the mortgage; but if the alteration, although 
material, was not made with a fraudulent purpose, it will not have 
that effect. Vogle v. Ripper, 34 Ill. 100; Elliot v. Blair, 47 Ill. 342. 
So far as we are advised, the question is now presented to this court 
for the first time. 


The effect of the material alteration of a note depends upon the 
person by whom, and the intention with which, it was made. If 
changed by a stranger, without the consent of the parties to the 
instrument, the rights of the holder will not be affected thereby. 
The material alteration of a note by the payee, although made with- 
out any fraudulent intent, renders the papers void. Yet the holder 
may recover in an action brought upon the original consideration. 
The effect of an alteration of such paper, innocently made, under an 
honest mistake of right, was considered by this court in Bank v. 
Shaffer, 9 Neb. 1, 1 N. W. Rep. 980; and it was there ruled that, 
while the alteration vitiates the instrument, it would not defeat a 
recovery upon the original consideration for which such note was 

iven. The weight of authority is in favor of the doctrine that a 

audulent alteration of a promissory note in a material matter not 
only avoids the instrument, but works a forfeiture of the debt for 
which it was executed. In such case no recovery can be had in any 
form of action. The law will not permit the holder to take the 
chances of gain by fraudulently altering the note, without risk of 
loss in case of detection. Daniel, Neg. Inst. § 1410a; Newell v. 
Mayberry, 3 Leigh, 250; Martendale v. Follet, 1 N. H. 95; Smith v. 
Mace, 44 N. H. 553; Bigelow v. Stilphen, Vt. 521; Whitmer v. Frye, 
10 Mo. 349. Waring v. Smyth, 2 Barb. Ch. 135, Warder v. Willyard 
(Minn.), 49 N. W. Rep. 300. 


It is inferable from the record that the insertion of the word 
‘bearer ” was not made for an honest purpose. Applying the above 
principles to the case at bar, we are unable to perceive upon what 

round it can be held that the mortgage should be enforced. If the 
Somtulent alteration avoided the note and extinguished the debt, it 
also discharged the mortgage by which it was secured. The can- 
cellation of the debt released the lien of the mortgage The plain- 
tiff not only lost his righ: of action on the note, but on the mortgage 
as well. Sherman v. Sherman, 3 Ind., 337; Tate v. Fletcher, 77 Ind. 
102; McCorkle v. Doby, 1 Strob. 396. In Gillett v. Powell, supra, 
it does not appear that the alteration was fraudulently made ; hence 
that case is not an authority against the principle for which we 
contend. The case of Plyler v. Elliot, supra, was decided by a 
divided court. The opinien of the majority 1s placed upon the un- 
tenable ground that the fraudulent material alteration of a note 
does not discharge the debt, but merely takes away all remedy upon 
the note itself. The writer of that opinion, in substance, contends 
that as to the effect upon the debt, there is no substantial dirference 
between that of a note barred by the statute of limitations, and that 
of one made void by fraudulent alteration, and tnat both are con- 
trolled by the same principle of law. In this it seems to us that the 
author of the opinion has fallen into a grave error. The statute of 
limitations only takes away the remedy, while the fraudulent alter- 
ation of a note goes further. It reaches to the debt itself, and ex- 
tinguishes it. The fact that an action can be brought on a mort- 
f° e, though the note which it secures is barred, is no ground for 

olding that the moregage cannot be enforced in this case to com- 
pel the payment of the debt for which the altered note was given. 
A barred note secured by a mortgage continues as evidence of debt 
until the statute runs against the mortgage. Cheney v. Woodruff, 
20 Neb. 124, 29 N. W. Rep. 275; Cheney v. Jansen, 20 Neb 128, 29 
N. W. Rep. 289. It is the judgment of this court that the judgment 
appealed from be affirmed. 

Post, J , concurs. 








ASSIGNMENT FOR BENEFIT OF CREDITORS 
—ESTOPPEL TO ATTACH. 





Supreme Court of Minnesota. July 22, 1892. 
ABERLE V. SCHLICHENMEIR (GRAHAM, garnishee.) 





1. Where an assignment for the benefit of creditors is voidable 
at their election, they may nevertheless be precluded from objecting 
to it if they have previously assented to or affirmed its provisions, 
with knowledge of the facts. 

2. Where a creditor has expressly stipulated with the assignee 
for a pro rata distribution of the property according to the terms of 
the assignment, and to permit the assignee to proceed under it, held, 
that he will not be permitted to dispute the assignment, or to attach 
the property where no other creditors have interfered, and the as- 
signed property still remains in the hands of the assignee. 

(Syllabus by the Court.) 

John Bohmbach and Charles Bechhoefer, for appellant. A. S. 
Crossfield, for respondent. 

VANDERBURGH, J. The defendant, as surviving partner of the 
firm of Zimmerman & Co., made an assignment for the benefit of 
creditors, and thereafter it was stipulated between the attorneys 
of plaintiff, who was an attaching creditor of Zimmerman & Co, 
and the attorneys for the assignor and assignee, that the assignee 


the trust estate, and to pay with the proceeds of sale, and money 
now on hand, all debts and liabilities of said partnership, as far as 
the same will pay, pro rata, and to perform any and all other duties 
of said assignee, without any orders of said court, except that the 
final account will have to be approved by said court: provided, 
that all creditors represented by the attorney of plaintiff do not 
hereby in any manner waive any right which they or any of them 
may have to refuse their pro rata share offered to be paid by said 
assignee, or any other right which they now do or may hereafter 
have in the premises, under the law; and further provided, that all 
persons interested in said assignment shall have the privilege and 
right to investigate the affairs of said assignment, and if dissatisfied 
to apply for relief in the manner provided bylaw.” Afterwards the 
plaintiff attached the assigned property in the hands of the assignee 
through the process of garnishment, and he insists that the assign- 
ment is void because it does not provide for a distribution of the as- 
signed property among all the creditors of the insolvent, individual 
as well as partnership, but among the partnership creditors only, of 
which plaintiff is one. It is very clear, we think, that the terms of 
this stipulation preclude the plaintiff from assailing the assign- 
ment. Conceding, without determining the question, that the as- 
signment is voidable at the election of creditors, it is competent for 
them to waive their objections, and consent to allow the assignee 
to execute the trust. As a general rule, those creditors who thus 
assent to and affirm an assignment, with knowledge of the facts, 
cannot be permitted to assail its validity. Chaffee v. Bank, 71 Me. 
526; Rapalee v. Stewart, 27 N. Y. 310. Here it is claimed that the 
invalidity appears on the face of the assignment, but the plaintiff 
clearly recognizes and assents to it, and expressly authorizes the 
assignee to proceed under it. The stipulation is not nullified by the 
reservation of his right to reject his dividend, “‘or of any other 
legal right which he might have in law.” He must be presumed to 
have known his legal rights, and this reservation is qualified by 
what precedes, in so far, at least, as to preclude him from attaching 
the property or disputing the assignment while the property re- 
mained in the hands ot the assignee, and he continued in the execu- 
tion of the trust, which would be an act of bad faith, in view of the 
terms of the stipulation, both towards the assignee and other assent- 
ing creditors. It is sufficient to rest our decision upon this ground, 
without considering other questions in the case. 

Order affirmed. 








AN INTER-STATE COMMERCE DECISION. 





The Inter-State Commerce Commission has determined the case 
of the Merchants’ Union of Spokane Falls against the Northern Pa- 
cific and the Union Pacific Railroad Companies. The points decided 
are briefly as follows: 


1. By rail from Eastern points to the “Pacific coast terminals,” 
Portland, Tacoma and Seattle, is affected by the competition of 
water carriers, but such competition does not affect like transporta- 
tion from said points to the city of Spokane. Held, therefore, that 
defendants are justified in maintaining higher rates on shipments 
from said points for the shorter distance to Spokane than for the 
longer distance to said Pacific terminals. 

2. Held, that the only justification for a through rate less than 
an intermediate rate on the same article, is the compulsion of rail 
carriers to accept the reduced compensation or suffer, ocean rivals 
to perform the service, and where the pressure of this alternative is 
not felt there is no ground upon which the lower through charge 
can be excused. 

3. In the ma'ter of car load and mixed car load rates, defend- 
ants are required to allow the same privileges on shipments to Spo- 
kane as are provided or allowed on like shipments to Portland or 
other Pacific coast terminals 

4. “Blanket” class rates upon the Northern Pacific road for a 
distunce of over 580 miles are held unreasonable ; defendants or- 
dered to desist from charging rates on prope:ty from Eastern points 
to Spokane, which materially exceed the two per cent. of class rates 
now in effect both to Spokane and Pacific coast terminals. 

5. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, notwithstanding 
certain provisions in its charter, is subject, like all other Inter-State 
carriers, to the authority conferred by Congress in the act to regu- 
late commerce. : 








THE supreme court of California ho'ds that where the officers 
and stockholders of one corporation form another, and convey all 
the property of the former to it in fraud of creditors, the latter 
corporation will be regarded as a continuation of the former, and 
a court of equity will hold the assets of the latter liable for a debt 
of the former, though there has been no recovery of judgment for 
the debt. Blane v. Paymaster Min. Co. (30 Pac. Rep. 765). A simi- 
lar ruling was made by the New York court of appeals in the case of 
Cole v. Mercantile Trust Co. (30 N. E. Rep. 847). 





THE supreme court of Michigan has decided that a married 
woman cannot collect the monev she earns unless she can prove that 
she is her husband’s agent. The earnings of a wife belong to her 





should ‘sell and dispose of certain personal property belonging to 






husband to do what he pleases with. 
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An Accurate and Complete Index to every important point of interest to Com- 
mercial, Corporation and Banking attorneys, in the latest current cases decided by 
the highest State and Federal Courts. 

ABBREVIATIONS.—Atl. Rep., Atlantic Reporter; Fed. Rep., Federal Reporter; 
N. ¥. Supp., New York Supplement; N. E. Rep., Northeastern Reporter; N. W. 
Rep., Northwestern Reporter; Pac. Rep., Pacific Reporter; S. E. Rep., Southeast- 
ern Reporter; S. W. Rep., Southwestern Reporter; S. Ct. Rep., Supreme Court Re- 
a ae - Rep., Southern Reporter; Cir. Ct. App., United States Circuit Court 
of Appeals. 


AGENCY.—See Principal and Agent. 
ALTERATION. 

In books of account destroys their value as evidence. Bartlett v. 
Moyan (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 22. 

Of will after execution, by interlineation or erasures, will not in- 
validate same if original language can be ascertained. Jn 
Re. Wilcox’s will (N. Y.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 131. 

APPEAL. 

A ground of —, that court erred in overruling exceptions to 
master’s report is too general. Connor v. Edwards (S. C.) 
15 8. E. Rep., 706. 

Also when ground of — is that decree is contrary to law and 
not supported by evidence. Same case. 

Bond on — is sufficient even if it omits date when judgment 
from which appeal is taken was rendered. Johnson v. King, 
(Wis.) 53 N. W. Rep., 28. 

Can be taken from order denying a motion to set aside a default 
judgment. Railroad Co. v. Black. 28 Pac. Rep., 538, and 
3 Wash. St. 327, followed. McCormick v. Belvin (Cal.) 31 
Pac. Rep., 16; Myers v. Landrum (Wash.) Id. 33. 

Cannot be taken from order granting change of venue. Edger- 
ly v. Stewart, (Ia.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1121. 

Correction of excessive verdict wiil not be reviewed by federal 
appellate courts. Northern Pacific Railroad Co. v. Charless. 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep.,562. 

In — from award of board of claims exception need not be filed 
if notice of — contains disputed points. Colman v. State, 
(N. Y. App.) 31 N. E. Rep., 902. 

In an equity case will be dismissed when no statement of facts 
has been settled by trial court. Whittier r. Cadwell, (Wash.) 
30 Pac. Rep., 1097. 

Not dismissed where objections are readily found in brief. Tech- 
nical assignments of error are obsolete in Wash. McReary 
v. Eshelman. 31 Pac. Rep., 35. 

Notice of — required by code, must affimatively appear in the 
record to save dismissal. Bowman v. Day, (Ia.) 53. N. W.113. 

Questions cannot be first raised on —. Watkins v. Clifton Hill 
Land Co., (Tenn.) 208. W. Rep., 246. 

Where no request that informal verdict be made specific, is made, 
and construction of verdict by trial court is responsive to 
pleadings, objection will not be heard on —. Johnson v. 
Visher, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 106. 

Where there is evidence supporting findings of trial court, same 
will not be disturbed on — Coleman v. Curtis, (8S. C.) 15 
8. E. Rep., 709. 

Will be dismissed when taken from an order refusing to vacate 
a judgment and no bill of exceptions is filed. Huse v. Den, 
(Cal.) 30 Pac. Rep., 1104. 

Will be dismissed where no sufficient excuse is shown for failure 
to file transcript within time. Levy v. Everett, (Cal.) 31 Pac. 
Rep., 111. 

Wil! not be sustained because reasons assigned for entry of judg- 
ment are not sound, if there are other good reasons sustain- 
ing same. Ton pson v. Huron Lumber Co., (Wash.) 31 Pace. 
Rep., 25. 

APPEARANCE. 

By unauthorized attorneys for non-resident defendant in an ac- 
tion aided by attachment, final judgment for plaintiffs is 
void. Hirschbaum v. Scott, (Neb.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1112. 

ASSIGNMENT AND INSOLVENCY. 

Chattel mortgages securing bona-tide creditors, executed imme- 
diately previous to a general assignment are valid. Farwell 
v. Cunningham, (Ia.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1126. 

Delay of 10 days after execution of an assignment for benefit of 
creditors, in order to perfect same is, alone, no evidence of 
fraud. Ford v. Clarke, (Wis.) 53 N. W. Rep., 31. 

Discharge in — relieves maker from liability for balance due on 
a note receiving dividend, which balance, payee had to pay 
to his indorsee. Thayer v. Daniels, 110 Mass. 345, distin- 
guished. Columbia Falls Brick Co. v. Glidden, (Mass.) 31 N. 
E. Rep., 801. 

In — proceedings, debtor may prefer infant creditors. Baer v. 
Rooks, (Cir. Ct. App.) 50 Fed. Rep., 898. 

Schedule and inventory, in involuntary insolvency proceedings 
need not be verified. In Re. Green, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 15. 

Transfer of property, for full value, to innocent purchaser, to 
save same from assignee, is valid. Haskin v. James, (Cal.) 
31 Pac. Rep., 36. 

ATTACHMENT. 

In Minnesota it is unnecessary that affidavit for — should state 

that defendant has attachable property in the State and de- 
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scribe it. Kenney v. Georgen. 31 N. W. Rep., 210, and 36 
Minn. 190, followed. Bigelow v. Chatterton, (Cir. Ct. App.) 
51 Fed. Rep., 614. 

Issued on allegations that plaintiff sold—goods because fraudu- 
lently induced by defendants, will be dismissed where no 
cause is shown for — of part of the goods. Dolan v. Arm- 
strong, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 132. 

May be issued in a justice’s court in an action on contract in 
which damages are unliquidated. Baumgardner v. Dowagiac 
Manf’g Co., (Minn.) 52 N. W. Rep., 964. 

Of money taken by sheriff from person of a prisoner, while same 
is in the hands of the clerk of the court, is allowable. War- 
ner v. Matthews, (Ala.) 11 So. Rep., 285. 

BANKS AND BANKING. 

CHECKS.—Bank cannot refuse to cash—because it knows same 
were given for unlawful purposes. McCord v. California 
National Bank, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 51. 3 
Giving of—does not enable holder to enforce payment against 

the bank, prior to acceptance. First National Bank, 
Union Mills v Clark, (N. Y.) 32 N. E. Rep., 38. 

Deposit slip issued by banks is merely evidence that amount 
named thereon was deposited on date given, not that same 
remains on deposit. Delivery of slip to a third person does 
not operate as an assignment of the deposit. First National 
Bank, Union Mills, v. Clark, Supra. 

State legislation cannot interfere with transferable qualities of 
National bank stock. Doty v. First National Bank, (N. D.) 
53 N. W. Rep., 77. 

Survivor of a banking firm, without knowledge of deceased’s ad- 
ministrators, ~— higher rates of interest than usual, until 
insolvency followed, but deceased’s estate was held liable. 
Beardslee v. Hemingway. 20 N. Y. Supp., 214. 


BOOKS OF ACCOUNT. 
Value of —as evidence, is destroyed by alteration, even if change 
be only in the name of debtor. Bartlett v. Moyan, (Wash.) 
31 Pac. Rep., 22. 
CHECKS.—See Banks and Banking. 


COMMERCI3:L TRAVELLER. 

Selling goods not within the State at time of sale cannot be tax- 
ed by State where sale is made. Hurford v. State, (Tenn.) 
20S. W. Rep., 201. 

COMMON CARRIER. 

Cannot change its character by special contract, and under same 
secure exemption from all liability. 7. H. § L. R. Co. v. 
Sherwood, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep. 783. 

Goods received by — are presumed to have been in good condi- 
tion unless the contrary be so stated in the receipt therefor. 
Henry v. Central Railroad § Banking Co., (Ga.) 158. E. 
Rep. 757. 

Neglecting to give notice of arrival of goods, is responsible for 
damage resulting from extraordinary freshet while in ware- 
house. Richmond R. R. Co. v. White, (Ga.) 158. E. Rep. 802. 
Same doctrine held in Micha Is v. R.R. N. Y. 30N.Y., 564, 

and in Missouri and Illinois. Contrary held in Mor- 
rison v. Davis, (Pa.) 20 Pa. St., 171, and by federal sup- 
reme court and in Massachusetts, Obio and Michigan. 

Ship receiving goods in “‘ good order and condition,” but deliv- 
ering same damaged, if unable to prove that damage arose 
from an excepted peril is liable. The Mascotte, (Cir. Ct. 
App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 605. 

CONTRACTS. 

In action for breach of — such damages as necessarily result 
therefrom are recoverable without being specially alleged. 
Kingsley v. Butterfield, (Neb.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1101. 

Interpretation of — as modified by subsequent agreement is a 
question for the court. Chandler § Co. v. Knott, (Ia.) 53 N. 
W. Rep., 88. 

Signed — without reading or taking precautions to learn con- 
tents, cannot be avoided. Norris v. Scott, (Ind.) 32 N. E. 
Rep., 103. 

Special — cannot be made by common carrier completely exempt- 
ing same from all liability. 7. H. § L. R. Co. v. Sherwood, 
(Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 783. 

Where purchaser of land refuses payment of balance due on —, 
and vendor is ready to fulfill his paart, he cannot recover 
money paid. Bradford v. Parkhurst, (Cal.) 30 Pac. Rep.,1106. 

Where time is of essence of — for sale of land, vendor’s failure to 
tender deed until after expiration of time, is not an aban- 
donment of the — so purchaser can recover any purchase 
money paid. Same case. 

Where written instrument is unnecessary to validity, one may, 
on request and in the other’s presence, affix latter’s signature 
to the instrument. C,ow v. Carter, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep ,937. 

CORPORATIONS. 

Action of trustees, who were the only stockholders of a —, if 
done in good faith, cannot be complained of by subsequent 
stockholders with knowledge. 10 N. Y. 8. 81 affirmed. Shin- 
ner v. Smith, (N. Y. App.) 31 N. E. Rep., 911. 

Acts of directors in dealing with themselves as directors ot 
another — are not void, but will be set aside in case of ad 





faith. Langan v. Francklyn, (N. Y.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 404 
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Bonds issued and hypothecated without stipulation that they 
shall be accounted for at the minimum rate prescribed by 
law are void. Pfister v. Milwaukee Electric Railway Co.,(Wis.) 
55 N. W. Rep., 27. 

May discontinue, and mortgage its property to stockholders to 
secure advances made, if same is for best interest of the —. 
Skinner v. Smith, Supra. 

Neither — or a stockholder as such, can in equity wind up the 
company and cancel outstanding bonds issued contrary to 
law. Hinckley v. Pfister, (Wis.) 53 N. W. Rep., 21. 

President of— without authority, cannot give written guarantee 
= eepgeny in its name. Nelligan v. Campbell. 20 N. Y. 

upp., 04. 

Under statute in Ohio a foreign — doing business in the State 
with managing agents, may be garnisheed. Rainey v. Maas, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 580. 

CREDITOR’S BILL 
Where execution has been returned unsatisfied on a circuit court 

judgment, that court has jurisdiction of an action in the na- 
ture of a— regardless of the amount of the judgment. 
Bryant v. Bryant, (Ky.) 20S. W. Rep., 270. 

DEATH. 

Of — for life insurance, before policy is issued, gives no 
claim upon the company. Paine v. Pacific Mutual Life Ins. 
Co., (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 689. 

Of member of banking firm does not release his estate from lia- 
bility, where survivor pays increased interest until insol- 
vency follows. Beardslee v. Hemingway, 20 N. Y. Supp., 214. 

DEPOSITIONS. 

Will not be suppressed for merely technical defects, in the ab- 
sence of injury and where both parties were present. 
wager gad Ft. S. §& M. Co. v. Stoner, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. 


-, 649. 
Notice to take—is not ‘‘ process” within the Code, and such 
notice served on a ticket agent is insufficient. 4. T. § S. F. 
Ry.Co. v. Sage, (Kan.) 31 Pac. Rep., 140. 
ERROR. 
Any—in a refusal to direct verdict for defendant at close of 
plaintiff's case is waived by introduction of evidence for de- 


fense. Union Pac. R. Co. v. Mertes, (Neb,) 52 N. W. Rep., 
1099. 


Apparent on face of judgment, reviewed only on appeal there- 
from. Not considered on appeal from order denying motion 
for new trial. In Re. Westerfield’s Estate (Cal.) 20 Pac. Rep., 
1104. Smith v. Westerfield, Same. 

Assigned but not discussed, is waived. 
31 N. E. Rep., 821. 

Cannot be predicated on a direction to jury where record does not 
show such direction to have injured complainant. British 
American Assn. Co. v. Wilson, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 938. 

General assignment of—in the admission or exclusion.of evidence 
is insufficient. Chandler § Co v. Knott, (Ia.) 53 N. W., 88. 

If any, in eye: he require plaintiff to separate two causes of 
action, is without prejudice where court instructs that re- 
covery can be had only on one. St. Paul F. §- M. Ins. Co. v. 
Gotthelf, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 137. 

In admitting or rejecting evidence of slight probative value in 
trial by court without jury, is harmless. Baker v. State, 
(Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 788 

In overruling demurrer is waived by subsequent pleading. 
bach v. Chicago, B. § Q. Ry. Co., (1a.) 53 N. W. Rep., 90. 

It is—to exclude letter of defendant, on ground that part of 
same is missing and where defendant refuses to State wheth- 
er contents of missing part were connected with those in 
part remaining. Van Vechetn v. Van Vechten, 20 N. Y. Supp. 
140. 


Garn v. Worhing, (Ind.) 


As- 


And to instruct jury that they may judge of witness credi- 
bility by their personal knowledge of him. Anderson v. 
Tribble, 66 (Ga.) 584; Head v. «ridges, 67 (Ga.) 236; 
and Howard v. State, 73 (Ga.) 84; overruled. Chattanooga 
v. Owen, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 853; Owen v. Chattanooga, 
R. § C. BR. Co. Id. 

Not—to refuse to strike out evidence erroneously admitted, that 
court has instructed jury to disregard. Mattes v. Frankel, 
20 N. Y. Supp., 145. 
Nor in admitting evidence of things admitted in pleadings. 

Consaul v. Sheldon, (Rep.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1104. 

Nor in failing to give instructions that are not requested. 
East Tenn. V. § G. R. Co. v. Fleetwood, (Ga.) 158. E. 
Rep., 778. 

Nor to give an instruction in illustration, though facts em- 
braced therein are not pertinent to the issue. Foss, 
Schneider Brewing Co. v. McLaughlin, (Ind.) 31 N. E. 
Rep., 838. 

Nor in refusing instructions already substantially given. 
Uldrich v. Gilmore, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 135; Kellogg v. 
City of New Britain, (Conn.) 24 Atl. Rep., 996. 

Nor to refuse to find special facts where evidence is conflict- 
ing. Spore v. Vaughn, 20 N. Y. Supp., 152. 

Nor to allow witnesses to testify in narrative form. Northern 

‘Pac. R. Co. v. Charless, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 562 








Nor in refusing filing of amended answer where it states no 
defense not available under original answer. Darn v. 
Baker, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 37. 

Refusal to strike out part of a paragraph in a complaint cannot 
be assigned as — Garn v. Working, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 821. 

Rejecting evidence so slight as not to affect result of the case on 
its merits, will not cause reversal. Higginbotham v. Camp- 
bell, (Ga.) 15 8. K. Rep., 797. 

Specification of—to an unanswered question, objected to, is un- 
availing. Van Horne v. Dick, (Pa. Sup.) 24 Atl. Rep., 1078. 

Technical assignment of —is obsolete in Washington. Me- 
Reavy v. Eshelman, 31 Pac. Rep., 35. 

Where judgment can be sustained on good grounds, court will 
not reverse same for a technical error. Gearing v. Carroll, 
(Pa.) 24 Atl Rep5 1045. 

WRIT OF—is proper remedy where defendant appears specially 
to move quashing of attachment and was overruled, and 
judgment was entered by default. Pierce v. Johnson, (Mich.) 
53. N. W. Rep.,, 16; Ripon Knitting Works v. Same, Id. 17; 
Mack v. Same, Id.; Leonard v. Same, 1d. 

When—is allowed within statutory time but is not actually filed 
until after expiration of same, it will be dismissed. United 
States v. Baxter, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Feb. Rep., 624. 

Where under a—no objection is made to a defect of parties until 
case is in supreme court, the defect is waived. Consaul v. 
Sheldon, (Neb.) 5¢ N. W. Rep., 1104. 

EVIDENCE. 


Admission of incompetent—on points sufficiently proven by— 
properly admitted is no ground for reversal. Larson v. Lom- 
bard Invest. Co., (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 179. 

After arguments begin it is within discretion of court whether 
aes farther—. Kimball v. Saguin, (Ia.)53 N. W. Rep., 

Books of account are admissible in connection with oral testi- 
mony but not as independent—. Bates v. Sabin, (Vt.) 24 
Atl. Rep., 1013. 

So too are memorandum books if memoranda was made at 
time of the transaction. St. Paul F. § M. Ins, Co. v. 
Gotthelf, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 137. 

Changes in books of account destroy their value as—. Bartlett 
v. Moyan, (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 22. 

Findings of fact by the court whereon no ap egy was entered, 
although so ordered, are not admissible as—, Child v. Mor- 
gan, (Minn.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1127. 

In action on a note by indorsee against maker, former need not 
produce note in—or prove indorsement, where indorser is a 
party, and ownership is shown. Bascom v. Toner, ({nd.) 31 
N. E. Rep., 856. 

Is admissable, under general issue, in suit against partnership 
to prove account is a debt of one partner, to be paid out of 
debt due the firm by another. Price v. Bell, (Ga.) 15 8. 
E. Rep., 810. 

Of cost of handling, and freight charges on goods destroyed, is 
admissable to prove loss. St. Paul F. & M. Ins. Co. v. Gott- 
helf, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 137. 

Opinions of a witness are not admissable as to one’s agency. 

Larson v. Lombard Invest. Co. (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 179. 

Statments of deceased made after insurance policy was issued, 
are not admissable to impeach statments made in the applica- 
tion. Hermany v. Fidelity Mut. Life Ass’n., (Pa.) Atl. 
Rep., 1064. 

Sufficiency of—will not be reviewed by general term where— 
is doubtful, conflicting and dependent on character of wit- 
nesses, Roosa v. Smith, 17 Hun. 139, followed. Teeter v. Tee- 
ter, 20 N. Y. Supp., 259. 

Where there is—supporting finding of trial court, same will not 
be reviewed on appeal. Coleman v. Curtis, (8. C.) 158. E. 
Rep., 709. 

Where usury is pleaded, deeds of even date securing the loan, 
are good—to show real situs of the contract. Jackson v. 
American Mortgage Co., (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 812. 

BURDEN OF PROOF.—On carrier to show that goods damaged 
in transit were injured from an excepted peril.—The Mascotte, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 605. 

Also to show exemption from legal ——— T. H. § L. 
R. Co. v. Sherwood, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 783. 

And that goods received in apparent good order, and _un- 
objected to, were actually in bad condition when taken. 
Henry v. Central Railroad § Banking Co., (Ga.) 15 8. E. 
Rep., 757. 

On plaintiff to sustain attachment where defendant moves 
dissolution because of falsity of affidavit and sustains 
his motion by his own affidavit. Dolan v. Armstrong, 
(Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 132. 

PAROLE—can be introduced to vary the terms of an informal 
memorandum signed by one party. Kreuzberger v. Wingfield, 
(Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 109. 

And to show an estoppel by proving representations made 
by a grantor prior to execution of a deed. Mattes v. 
Frankel, 20 N. Y. Supp., 145. 

Also to prove promise to extend time “pes of bond and 
mortgage, made after maturity. Van Syckle v. O’Heran, 
(N. J 0h) 24 Atl. Rep., 1042. 
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Cannot oe ey articles of association under limited 
= ip act. Gearing v. Carroll, (Pa.) 24 Atl. Rep., 
Is admissable to prove services 
at an agreed sum per day. 
Rep., 1013. 2 
Is inadmissable to show for what, and to whom, a deed was 
intended to pass title. Prichard § James, (Ky.) 208. W. 
Rep., 216. 
Will not limit liability of a general written guaranty. 
Wilkins v. Carter, (Tex.) 19S. W. Rep., 997. 
EXCEPTIONS. BILL OF, 
Complaining of admisson of parole testimony, over objection. 
___ Without setting out the evidence given. is insufficient. 
me Hamilton v, Williford, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 753. 
‘ Filed, by leave, after the term at which motion for new trial is 
overruled, cannot embrace ruling made at a previous term. 
Smith v. Lotton, (Ind.) 31 N. E. 816 
Is necessary when only question is whether court erred in strik- 
ing out portion of the answer. Spence v. Scott, (Cal.) 31 Pac. 
ep., 52. 
Mast be filed to preserve appeal when taken from an order re- 
fusing to vacate a judgment. Hense v. Den, (Cal.) 30 Pac. 
Rep., 1104. 
Relating to a refusal to make complaint more specific, which 
contains no copy ofthe motion, is insufficient, though it 
states that it was in writiog and filed in open court, and re- 
fers to the page of transcript where it is inserted. Ohio ¢& 
M. Ry. Co. v. MeDanald, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 836. 
Which, respecting evidence, merely notes fact of objection, over- 
ruling and of exception taken, is too general. N 






ergy ia serving writs 
ates v. Sabin, (Vt.) 24 Alt. 


orthern Pac. 
Rh. Co. v. Charless, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 562. 
EXECUTION. 
After sale and confirmation, in suit to forclose vendor’s lien, it 
is error to award—on a note not yet due, given for the pur- 
chase price. Watkins v. Clifton Hill Land Co.,(fenn.) 20 S. 
W. Rep., 246. 
In making levy on land sheriff need not actually go upon it. 
Martin v. Bowie, (S. C.) 15 8. E. Rep., 736. 
Land purchased with the price of land sold but occupied as a 
homestead before the creation of an—creditor’s debt, is ex- 
empt from such—. Sebastian v. Steel, (Ky.) S. W. Rep., 269. 
Must be returned unsatisfied before a creditor’s bill will lie. 
Bryant v. Bryant, (Ky.) 208. W. Rep., 270. 
EXEMPTION —See Homestead. 
FRAUD.—See Statute. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. 

Action to set aside a—will be sustained in case of a conveyance 
in trust for an infant, in favor of creditors of infants father, 
where latter does not deny insolvency or that he —— 
the money to buy the trust estate. Daniel v. Brandenburgh, 
(Ky.) 208. W. Rep., 255. 

At common law, an unrecorded chattel mortgage, 
change of possesion, is prima facie a —. 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 551. 

Chattel mortgage securing bona-fide creditors, whenever execut- 
ed, are not —. Farwell v. Cunningham, (la,) 52 N. W. Rep., 
1126. 

To constitute — it is not sufficient that vendor desires to defeat 
payment of a claim, it must be taken by purchaser, with 
actual or constructive knowledge of the fraud, or there 
must be a waut of consideration. Farrington v. Stone, (Neb.) 
53 N. W. Rep., 389. 

Transfer of property for full value to an innocent purchaser, to 
prevent same from coming under the action of insolvency 
ne is not a —. Haskin v0. James, (Cal.) 31 Pac. 

tep., 36. 
Nor to a relative if made in good faith for an adequate con- 
sideration. Farrington rv. Stone, Supra. 
GARNISHMENT.. 

Foreign corporation doing business in Ohio and with managing 
— there, may under Rev. Stat., be garnished. Rainey v. 
Mass, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 580. 

Garnishee is unaffected by notice served on him, wherein the 
middle initial of the defendant differs from that of a person 
to whom he is indebted. German Nat. Bank v. Nat. State 
Bank, (Col.) 31 Pac. Rep., 122. 

Injunction will lie in — proceedings at the suit of one claiming 
to own the property held by garnishee and offering indem- 
nity bonds. itt v. Ehrlich, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 770. 

Of money taken from the person of a prisoner and in hands of 
the clerk of the court, is allowable. Warren v. Matthews, 
(Ala.) 11 So. Rep , 285. 

GUARANTY. 

Given in writing and general in terms, cannot be limited “a 
rol evidence. Wilkins v. Carter, (Tex.) 19 8. W. Rep., 997. 

Must be accepted. Omission to sue principals within reasona- 
ble time, is not sufficient notice of acceptance. Wilkins v. 


without 
Pyeatt v. Powell, 







Carter, Supra. 
Not implied wnare defendant agrees ‘‘to stand good” for the 
board of her son. McNabb v. Clapp, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 
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President of corporation cannot give company’s written — with- 
out authority. Nellingan v. Campbell, 20 N. Y. Supp., 234. 

HOMESTEAD. 

Claims of — need not be asserted prior to an action to set aside 
a sale thereof under execution. Schofield v. Hopkins, 61 
ha is. _— followed. Hoppe v. Goldberg, (Wis.) 53 N. W. 

P-» 

Land purchased with price of land sold but occupied as a — be- 
fore creation of an execution creditor’s debt, is exempt from 
such execution. Sebastian v. Steel, (Ky.) 20S. W. Rep., 299. 

Right continues to a man, temporarilly absence from the land 
because of the burning of the house, whose wife and adopt- 
ed boy died during such absence, but who has the care of a 
neice that has always lived with him. Fant v. Gist, (8. C.) 
15 8. E. Rep., 721; Lazarus v. Same, (1d.) 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. 

Crops raised by a wife on land to which she has title are not 
subject to debt of the husband. Olson v. Amundson, (Minn.) 
52 N. W. Rep., 1096. 

Husband is competent witness in own behalf, where wife, 
though party defendant, has no separate interest in result. 
Ratliff v. Vandikes, (Va.) 15 8. E. Rep., 864. 

Joint mortgage on separate farms of — which recites that it is 
given for advances for both farms, is not void as to farm of 
the wife. Neal v. Bleckley, (S. C.) 15 8. E. Rep., 733. 

Marriage relates husband to the wife’s kindred but does not re- 
4 his kindred to hers. Burns v. State, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 
1 


. 


Where — lease an hotel and purchase furniture and fixtures, a 
partnership is not necessarilly constituted. MWineman v. 
Phillips, (Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 168. 

Where wife executes a mortgage on her property to raise mone 
to pay husband’s debts, and is aided therein by lender, wit 
full knowledge, the wife is not liable and the mortgage is 
void. Freeman v. Mutual Bldg. § Loan Assn., (Ga.) 158. E. 
Rep., 758. 

Wife is entitled to a home corresponding to her husband’s finan- 
cial condition. A house under the control of others where 
— reside simply as boarders, is not such a home. Shinn v. 
Shinn, (N. J. Ch.) 23 Atl. Rep., 1022. 

Wife cannot testify to facts of which husband has knowledge, 
— Acts 1886, No. 45; Bates v. Sabin, (Vt.) 24 Atl. Rep., 
1013. 


INDORSER.—See Negotiable Instruments. 


INJUNCTION. 

Will issue to enjoin a judgment . default rendered after juris- 

diction is lost by an unla adjournment. Iowa Union 
Telegraph Co. v. Boylan, (Ia.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1122. 

Will lie in garnishee proceedings, at the suit of one who claims 
to own the property held by the garnishee, and offers in- 
demnity bonds. Hitt v. Ehrlich, (Ga.) 158. E. Rep., 770. 

On dissolution of an — damages cannot be summarily assessed 
against the sureties on the bond. Grove v. Bush, (la.) 53 N. 
W. Rep., 88. 

Where motion to dissolve — is made in term time no notice is 
required. Williams r. Cooper, (Ky.) 208. W. Rep., 229 


INSOLVENCY. 


INTEREST. 
Charged at an illegal rate through mistake, is not usurious. 
rown v. Cass Co. Bank, (Ia.) 53 N. W. Rep., 410. 
On the amount of the verdict can be taxed as costs from date of 
original verdict, in judgments on appeal. Waterman v. 
Chicago § A. Railway Co., (Wis.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1136. 


JUDGMENTS. 

Against non-residents in an action aided by attachment, where 
they were represented by unauthorized attorneys, is void. 
Kirschbaum v. Scott, (Neb.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1112. 

By default will not be vacated where affidavits show only lack 
of attention to the case. Myers v. Landrum, (Wash.) 31 Pac. 
Rep., 33. 

By default, rendered after jurisdiction is lost by an unlawful ad- 
journment, will be cancelled in equity. Iowa Union Tel. Co. 
v. Boylan, (Ia.) 52 N. W. Rep , 1122. 

Cannot be attached by a stranger. Martin v. Bowie, (S. C.) 15 
S. E. Rep., 736. 

Defendant not entitled to — on special findings, where same are 
consistent with a general verdict for plaintiff. British Am- 
erican Association Co. v. Wilson, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 938. 

Entered against a party pare negligence of himself and coun- 
sel will not be disturbed. Grove v. Bush, (Ia.) 53 N. W. 
Rep., 

Findings . 
ed, although so ordered, do not constitute a —. 
Morgan, (Minn.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1127. E 

Non obstante, granted only in case of irreconcilable conflict be- 


See Assignments and 


88. 
of fact by the court upon which — has not been enter- 
Child v. 


tween general verdict and the answer to interrogatories. 
McNabb v. Clipp, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 858. 

Of lower courts will not be reversed because colored persons 
were on the jury. Osborr v. Commonwealth, (Ky.) 8. W. 
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Where code requires justice of the peace to enter—“ immediately ” 
after verdict is rendered, where same was rendered in even- 
ing of one day, and — was not entered until the next, same 
is void. Worley v. Shong, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 72. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 

May issue attachment in action on contract for unliquidated 
damages. Baumgardner v. Dowagiac Manufacturing Co., 
(Minn.) 52 N. W. Rep., 964. 

Where — are required by code to enter judgment “‘immediate- 
ly” after verdict is rendered, where same was given one 
evening but judgment was not entered until next day, same 
is void. Worley v. Shong, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 72. 

LANDLORD AND TENANT. 

Tenants admitted to possession under a contract for a lease, who 
refuse to execute one embracing the conditions of the con- 
tract, are tenants at will. Weed v. Lindsay, (Ga.) 158. E. 
Rep., 836. 

Tenant of riparian land has owner’s right to repel threatened 
invasion of water. Crook v. Hewitt, (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 


Where lease provides for damages to be paid lessee in case lessor 
sells during the term lessee is held to agree to surrender pro- 

rty in case of such sale. Johnston v. King, (Wis.) 53 N. 

WV. Rep., 28. 
Verbal lease of real estate gives tenant, under statute of frauds, 
no interest in the premises. Either party may terminate 
contract at any time. Davis v. Pallock, (S. C.) 158. E. Rep., 


718. 
LEASE —See Landlord and Tenant. 
LIMITATIONS .—See Statutes. 
MECHANICS’ LIENS. 

Where holder of a — acquires title to the property from owner, 
same is not so merged in legal title that a subsequent judg- 
ment, secured in an action commenced prior to the convey- 
ance, will be secondary. Bowling v. Garrett, (Kan.) 31 Pac. 


ep , 135. 

Where notice of a — was served on lessee, three hours after he 
was garnisheed, the garnishee creditor holds the fund. Bell 
v. Burke, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 705. 

MORTGAGE. 

Attested by two witnesses is good between the parties, though 
neither is an official legally authorized to so attest. Benton 
v. Bazley, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 820. 

In a suit by innocent assignee of a — without consideration, 
against original parties thereto, the mortgagor is entitled to 
recover of mortgagee, the amount for which premises are de- 
— to be sold. Figley v. Bradshaw, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 

Joint — by man and wife on separate farms of each which states 
that it is given for advances for both farms is not void as to 
e farm of the wife. Neal v. Bleckley, (S. C.) 158. E. Rep., 


On wife’s property to raise money to pay a debt of the husband, 
the fact being known and aided by the lender, is void. 
Freeman v. Mutual Building § Loan Association, (Ga.) 158. 
E. Rep., 758. 

Promise to extend time of payment, made after maturity,may be 
shown by parol. Van Sycle v. O’Heran, (N. J. Ch.) 24 Atl. 


Rep., 1024. 
FORECLOSURE—Decree of — cannot be assailed because amount 
due on a prior mortgage is not fixed. Stratton v. Reisdorph, 
(Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 136 
Dee: of sale under power contained in a mortgage, must be 
signed in name of mortgager. Dendy v. Waite, (S. C.) 
15 8. E. Rep., 712. 

In a suit of — of a mortgage, a holder of a prior mortgage 
is not a necessary party. Stratton v. Reisdorph, Supra. 

Notice of sale under decree need not state the amount of the 
decree. Stratton v. Reisdorph, Supra. 

Proceeds of —, with a prior mo: tgage, should be applied, 
first, tocosts and taxes; second, payment of prior mort- 
gage and balance to mortgage foreclosed. Dendy v. Waite, 


Supra. 

CHATTEL.—Actual possession under—by mortgagee before third 
parties have acquired rights, cures ay defect in acknowledg- 
ment. Rainwater-Bougher Hat Co. v. Malcolm, (Cir. Ct. App.) 
51 Fed. Rep., 734. 

An unrecorded — with no — of possession is, at com- 
mon law, prima facie, fraudulent. Pyeatt v. Powell, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 551. 

Executed to secure bona-fide debt immediately previous to a 
general assignment, is valid. Farwell v. Cunningham, 
(Ia.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1126. 

Lien of recorded —is paramount to that of an agister under 
the statute where mortgagee was not party thereto. 
Wright v. Sherman, (S. D.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1093 

Mortgagee, under —, with proper clause, may take possession 
of goods covered, if he, in good faith, feels insecure, 
although in fact no actual insecurity exists. Woods v. 
Gaar, Scott § Co., (Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 14. 

But if possession is taken before condition is broken, 
mortgagor may maintain trover. Same case. 





Possession thereunder must be taken within reasonable time 
after default, but intervening Sundays and holidays are 
not to be computed. Allen v. Steiger, (Col.) 31 Pac. 
Rep., 226. 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 

ACCOMMODATION.—Indorser with conditions, cannot de- 
fend against bona-fide holder without knowledge of 
same, on ground that conditions were not fulfilled. 
Parker v. McLeon, (N. Y.) 32 N. E. Rep., 73. 

Maker in one State, for benefit of resident of another State who 

indorses same to bank, is not discharged from liability be- 
cause bank receives dividend thereon from the estate of in- 
dorsers in insolvency proceedings wherein indorsers are dis- 
chargel. Third National Bank, Springfield, v Hastings, (N. 
Y.) 32 N. E. Rep., 71. 

BILLS OF EXCHANGE.—Are negotiable even with provisions 
as to interest and attorney’s fees after maturity. Farmers’ 
National Bank v. Sutton Manufacturing Co., (Cir. Ct. App.) 
52 Fed. Rep., 191. 

Decisions to the contrary have been rendered in Dakota, 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, Missouri, South Carolina 
North Carolina, California, Pennsylvania, Maryland 
and Mi: higan. 

Must be payable in a sum certain, at a time certain, toa 
person certain. Same case. 


NOTES.—Discharge of maker of — in insolvency Rr 
such — having received a dividend, is relieved of liability 
for unpaid balance, which his payee had to pay to the in- 
dorsee. Thayer v. Daniels, 110 Mass. 345, distinguished. 
Columbia Falls Brick Co v. Glidden,(Mass.) 31 N. E. Rep.,801. 
Forgery of maker’s name to a renewal — delivered by payee 

to holder of original — does not discharge maker from 
the original. Second National Bank v Wentzel, (Pa.) 24 
Atl. Rep., 1087. 

Giving of — for a debt does not operate as a payment in ab- 
sence of an agreement to that effect. Pricev Barnea, 
(Ind.) 31 N.E. Rep., 809. 

In an action on a— by indorsee against maker, the — is the 
contract, not the indorsement. Hence the latter need 
not be set out; only generally averred. Bascom v. Power, 
(Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 856 

Indorsee of a — is not bound to produce same in evidence 
or prove indorsement, where indorser is a party, and 
ownership is shown. Same case. 

Executed and delivered by borrower, who then promises 
another shall sign as joint mater, is incomplete until 
latter signs. Winders v. Sperry, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 6. 
Subsequent signing binds latter even without a new 

consideration. Same case. 

Falling due on Saturday, maker has all of that day for pay- 
ment. If a holiday follows the succeeding Sunday, 
possession on Tuesday, under chattel mortgage securi 
same, is within a reasonable time. Allen v. Steiger, (Col. 
31 Pac. Rep., 226. 

Given in purchase of a bond invalid because of non-compliance 
in statutes in its issue, is not without consideration. 
Harvey v. Dale, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 14. 

Given in consideration tor an interest in another note is not 
without consideration, because latter is afterwards 
proven to have had no consideration. Bean v. Proseus, 
(Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 49. 

Payee of a — receiving check drawn in favor of maker and 

roperly indorsed, is bound to allow the credit, unless 
be gives due notice of dishonor of check, to indorser. 
Murphy v. Phelps, (Mont.) 31 Pac. Rep., 64. 

Trover will lie to recover value of a — from one who frand- 
ulently obtained it, and has sued and collected it, even 
though owner knew these facts before suit. Rushin v. 
Thorpe, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 830. 

Unauthorized execution of a — in one’s name, is ratified by 
his subsequent execution of a mort, containing a 
description of the—. Bell v. Wandly, (Wash.) 31 Pac. 
Rep., 18. 

Usurious in State where loan is obtained, but not in State 
where debtor resides, executed papers witnessing and 
securing same, and where the security lies. with no 
evidence of deceit or purpose to evade laws of first State, 
is enforceable in debtor’s State. Jackson v. American 
Mortgage Co., (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 812. 

NEW TRIAL. 
Failure to move for — prevents reversal on ap 


1 for error com- 
mitted on trial. 


Newberry v. Williams, (Va.) 158. E. Rep., 


865. 

Will be granted where it is doubtful if evidence warr nts ver- 
dict, and where commissioner evidently made an error in 
writing testimony taken before him. — Railroad § 
Banking Co. v. Clarke, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 786. 

MOTION FOR.—Necessary to obtain review as to sufficiency of 
evidence, and rulings thereon. Miller v. Antelope Co., (Neb.) 
52 N. W. Rep., 1116. 

Is properly refused when, on hearing, no approved brief of 
evidence was filed. Georgia Pacific Railway Co. v. Luther, 
(Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 818. 
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Also where bailiff gives cigars to the jury, latter not 
knowing they were actually furnished by plaintiff. 
Wichita & W. R. Co. v. Feckheimer, (Kan.) 31 Pac. 
Rep., 127. 

And where a was entered against plaintiff 
through his own and his counsel’s negligence. Grove 
v. Bush, (Ia.) 53 N. W. Rep., 88. 

And where party fajled to interview a possible witness 
before trial, because latter had agreed to conceal in- 
formation from said party. Chicago § E. I. R. Co. 
v. McKeehan, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 831. 






PARTIES. 

Constable and official sureties are properly joined as defendants 
in action on the bond. Schilling v. Black, (Kan.) 31 Pac. 
Rep., 143. 

Objection to — can be taken only by demurrer or answer before 
actual trial. Regan v. Kansas City § S. E. R. Co., (Mo.) 20 
8. W. Rep., 234. 

Use of initials in suit, following style used by maker of a note, 
instead of using full name, is a mere irregularity ; and sale 
thereunder cannot be collaterally attacked. Bigelow v. 
Chatterton, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 614. 

PARTNERSHIP. 

After dissolution, but before final settlement, either partner has 
right to settle claims of firm. DeMott v. Kendrick, (N. Y.) 
20 N. Y. Supp., 195. 

Articles of association under limited — act cannot be supple- 
gg by oral testimony. Gearing v. Carroll, (Pa.) 24 Atl. 

ep., . 
Changes in -- release sureties and guarantors to original firm. 
olmes v. Small, (Mass.) 32 N. E. Rep., 3. 

Death of member of banking firm does not release his estate 
from liability, where survivor, unknown to deceased’s ad- 
ministrators, pays excessive interest until insolvency fol- 
lows. Beardslee v. Hemingway, 20 N. Y. Supp. 214. 

Estate of deceased partner, on proof of survivor’s insolvency, 
may be sued without first proceeding against survivor. 
Beardslee v. Hemingway, Supra. 

In a limited —, where schedule required by statute are in- 
sufficient, the parties become general partners. Gearing v. 
Carroll, Supra. 

Infants of tender years cannot be made partners. Baer r. Rooks, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 50 Fed. Rep., 898. 

In suit against — evidence is admissible, under general issue, 
to prove debt is inst one partner alone, to be paid out of 
a debt due the — by another. Price v. Bell, (Ga.) 158. E. 
Rep., 810. 

One partner cannot pledge — property to secure private debts, 
except to extent of hisinterest. Claflin v. Bennett, (Cir. Ct. 
App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 693. 

Settlement between co-partners of individual interest in — fund 
is conclusive as to rights of their individual creditors to 
that fund. Claflin v. Bennett, Supra. 

Where husband and wife lease a hotel and purchase furniture 
and tixtures, a — is not necessarily constituted. Wineman v. 
Phillips, (Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep. 168. 

Where surviving partner, with consent of deceased’s executors, 
continues firm business, and secures a firm loan by a firm 
mortgage and a personal one on his own property, the form- 
er should be exhausted before proceeding under the latter. 
4 "4 Y. 8. 823, affirmed. Bell v. Skellon, (N. Y.) 31 N. E., 
918. 

Where two men own property jointly, manage same together, 
render joint accounts and speak of ineceliven as a company, | 
a —isestablished. Claflin v. Bennett, Supra. 

PAYMENT. 

Giving a note for a debt is not a — in absence of an agreement 
to that effect. Price v. Barnes, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 809. | 

Money paid under a contract may be retained as a penalty in 
ease of its breach by payor. Von Kamen v. Ross, (N. Y.) 








10 N. Y. Supp., 548. 
Of interest charged through a mistake at an illegal rate is not 
usury. Brown v. Cass County Bank, (la.) 53 N. W. Rep., 
410. 
Payee of a note, receiving check drawn in favor of maker and 
properly indorsed, is bound to allow the credit unless he 
ives due notice to the indorser of the check’s dishonor. 
) Murphy v. Phelps, (Mont.) 31 Pac. Rep., 64. 
PENALTY AND FORFEITURE. 
Money paid under a contract may be retained as a — in case of 
a breach by payor. Von Kamen v. Ross, (N. Y.) 20 N. Y¥. 
) Supp. 548. 
Where purchaser of land refuses payment of balance due on 
contract, and vendor is ready to fulfill his part, the amount 
paid cannot be recovered. Bradford v. Parkhurst, (Cal.) 30 
Pac. Rep., 1106. 
PLEADINGS. 
Amended answer cannot be filed where it states no defense 
not available under original answer. Dorn v. Baker, (Cal.) 
31 Pac. Rep., 37. 
Benefit of exceptions to adverse ruling on a demurrer to a plea, 
cannot be had, and the privilege of amending plea be also 
exercised. Evans v. Queen Ins. Co., (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 843. 
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Error in overruling a demurrer is waived by su uent —. 
Asbach v. Chicago, B. §& Q. Ry. Co., (Ia.) 53 N. W. Rep., 90. 

In an action for the difference between contract price and mar- 
ket value, a general allegation of damages is sufficient. 
Neal v. Shewalter, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 848. 

Objection that action is prematurely begun is considered waived 
unless met by demurrer or answer. Wright v. Fire Ins. Asso., 
(Mont.) 31 Pac. Rep., 87. 

Objection that a chattel mortgage is insufficiently pleaded, can- 
not be raised after answer on the merits and mo e is in 
evidence. Wright v. Sherman, (S. D.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1093. 

Special pleas should not be stricken on motion for lack of defin- 
iteness. Defect is merely of form to be taken advantage of 
by special demurrer. Printusp v. Rome Land Co., (Ga.) 158. 
E. Rep., 764. eel pK 

Under Hill’s Code, Sec. 101, — may be amended by striking 
out or adding name of a party. Liggett v. Ladd, (Oreg.) 
31 Pac. Rep., 81. 

Where demurrer objects ‘‘severally to each paragraph of the 
complaint as amended, because same does not state facts 
sufficient to constitute a cause of action,” it runs to each 
paragraph. Baker v. Groves, 1 Ind. App., 522, distinguished. 
— a § L. R. Co. v. Sherwood, (Ind. Sup.) 31 N. E. 

+, 781. 

Where states two causes of action, and court refuses to re- 
— plaintiff to separate them, there is no predjudice in 
this error, where court instructs that recovery can be had 
only on one cause. St. Paul F. § M. Ins. Co. v. Gotthelf, 
(Neb.) 153 N. W. Rep., 137. 

Where statutes require “‘ names” of parties in a complaint it 
means full Christian nsmes, not merely initials. Defect 
can be reached by demurrer. Bascom v. Toner, (Iud.) 31 N. 
E. Rep., 856. 

POSSESSION. 

Under chattel mortgage, must be taken within reasonable time 
after default, but intervening Sundays and holidays are not 
computed. Allen v. Steiger, (Colo.) 31 Pac. Rep., 226. 

PRACTICE. 
At common law where suit is dismissed for want of es 
and another is brought without paying costs of first, proper 
ractice is for rule to show cause, and order of pa 
Fismissal of action; not by motion to dismiss. 
R. Co. v. Mertes, (Neb.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1099. 
Complaint will be dismissed where grounds of relief are so 


mt, or 
nion Pac, 


vaguely stated that no consistent sustainable judgment 
could be framed thereon. Hinckley v. Pfister, (Wis.) 53 N. 
W. Rep., 2'. 


Federal courts have no power to compel non-suit at close of 
plaintiffs case, or direct verdict for defendant before latter’s 
case isin. Northern Pac. R. Co. v. Charless, (Cir. Ct. App.) 
51 Fed. Rep., 562. 

Notice of trial containing error in date of commencement of term 
but with year and month correct, is good. Smith v. North- 
ern Pac. R: Co., (N. D.) 53 N. W. Rep., 173. 

Order permitting withdrawal of one of the items constituting 
plaintiffs cause of action, may be granted without notice or 
costs. Lattimer v. Sullivan, . C.) 15 8. E. Rep., 798. 
Refusal to allow reply to be filed, 18 months after tiling of 
answer, with no reason given for delay, is proper. Williams 
v. Cooper, (Ky.) 208. W. Rep., 229. 

Under Civil Code, Sec. 33, (Sess Laws 1887, p. 104.) providing 


that summons may issue within one month com- 
plaint, unless summons is so issued action will be di 
Steves v. Carson, (Colo.) 30 Pac. Rep , 1101. Id. 1102. 
PRESUMPTION. 
Acts of partnership continued after same expires, raise — that 


same continues by consent. Duckworth v. Hisle, (Ky.) 208. 
W. Rep., 218. 
Is against carrier, where injury or damage isshown. T. H. § 
ye: R. Co. v. Sherwood, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 783. 

That an unrecorded chattel mort; , Without change of —_— 
sion, is fraudulent, can be rebutted. Pyeatt v. Powell, (Cir. 
Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 551. 

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 

Agency cannot be proved by proof of oral declarations of the 
supposed agent. St. Lowis § S. F. R. Co. v. Kinman. (Kan.) 
31 Pac. Rep , 126. 

PrincipaL.—Is held to warrant the fidelity and good conduct of 
agent in all matters within the scope of his agency. Rucker 
v Smoke, (S. C.) 16S. E. Rep., 40. 

AGENT.—Agreeing to act for a stated commission to be paid on 
premiums collected, cannot summarily abandon agency and 
recover upon a quantum meruit. Newcomb v. Imperial Life 
Ins. Co., (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 725. 

Authorized to issue insurance policies may authorize an 


assignment of so much of same as covers a mortgage. 
German Ins. Co. v. Penrod, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 74. 
One’s declarations are incompetent to show his agency. Lar- 


son v. Lombard Invest. Co., (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 179. 
Statements of —, who cares for property of rineipal, are in- 


competent to di ge the latter's title, so as to work 








estoppel in favor of an adverse claimant who purchased of 
a stranger 


Bowman v. Griffith, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 140. 


. 
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PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 

SURETIES.—Agreement on contractor’s contract providing for 
additional work and pay, will not release contractor’s— 
Barclay v. Alsip, (Pa.) 24 Atl. Rep., 1067. 

Agreement to give principal time, upon guaranty of payment 
by third person, does not release — if they assent. Van 

orne v. Dick, (Pa.) 24 Atl. Rep., 1078. 

Alteration of builder’s contract without owner's knowledge 
does not discharge contractor or his—. Consaul v. 
Sheldon, (Neb.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1104. 

Damages against — on an injunction bond cannot be sum- 
marily assessed on the dissolution of injunction. Grove 
v. Bush, (Ia.) 53 N. W. Rep., 88. 

On bond of constable are properly joined in an action against 
him for breach of condition of bond. Schilling v. Black, 
(Kan,) 31 Pac. Rep., 143. 

On constable’s bond are liable for damages caused by latter 
in the unlawful discharge of duty. State v. Beckner, 
(Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 950. 

To a firm, are released by changes therein. 
(Mass.) 32 N. E. Rep., 3. 

PROOF.—See Evidence. 
REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 

A defendant who is merely a stakeholder though resident in 
plaintifi’s State, cannot defeat his co-defendant’s right to re- 
move the cause under Act 1887, §2. Reeves v. Corning, (Cir. 
Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 774. 

Motion for—under the “ prejudice and local influence” clause of 
the act of Mar. 3, 1887, §2, may be made without notice and 
upon exparte hearing. Adelbert College v. Toledo, etc., R. Co., 
47 Fed. Rep., 836, approved. Same case. 

Where, under said clause of said act, removal has been legally 
made, on a motion to remand, plaintiff will not be allowed 
to file counter affidavits, where State court isnot shown to 
have been misled. Same case. 

SALES. 

Bona-fide purchaser for value, from one in possession under a 
mortgage, will be protected against mortgagor in suit to re- 
cover property. Folk v. Saunders, (S. C.) 15 8. E. Rep., 732. 

In an action to recover the difference between contract price and 
market value of goods sold, a general allegation for damages 
is sufficient. Neal v. Shewalter, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 848. 

In the absence of agreement, money paid to seller by purchaser 
under a contract, cannot be recovered if purchaser fails to 
fulfill hisagreement. Von Kamen v. Roos, 20N. Y. Supp., 548. 

Property conveyed by a person non compos mentis to another who 
assisted him in securing and paying debts, can be recovered. 
Wilkins v. Wilkins, (Neb.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1109. 

Purchaser of chattels under condition that title remains in vendor 
until price is fully paid, and no one claiming under him, can 
set up, in a replevin suit after condition broken, that the 
forfeiture clause was unconscionable. Thirlby v. Rainbow, 
(Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 159. 

Where purchaser of land refuses payment of balance due on con- 
tract, and vendor is ready to perform his part, he cannot re- 
cover amount paid. Bradford v. Parkhurst, (Cal.) 30 Pac. 
Rep., 1106. 

Where time is of essence of contract for—of land, vendor’s failure 
to tender deed until after time expires, gives purchaser no 
right to recover any purchase money paid. Same case. 

SHERIFFS AND CONSTABLES. 

Constables under Rev. St. 1881, §1271, have no authority to break 
into buildings in serving replevin writs. State v. Beckner, 
(Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 950. 
But being lawfully admitted they may break inner doors if 

necessary. Same case. 

Owner of property wrongfully attached may bring suit in re- 
plevin against—as well as upon their official bonds. Wise v. 
Jefferis, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 641. 

Sureties on bonds of—are properly joined in an action for breach 
of condition of bonds. Shilling v. Black,(Kan.) 31 Pe.Rep.,143. 

STATUTES. 

Levying tax upon commercial drummers selling goods not in the 
State at time of sale, is in conflict with United States Con- 
stitution. Hurford v. State, (Tenn.) 20S. W. Rep., 201. 

Must be strictly followed in organizing limited partnerships. 
Gearing v. Carroll, (Pa.) 24 Atl. Rep., 1044. 

Will not be held unconstitutional because of the manner and 
time of passage, where it does not affirmatievely appear, the 
legislature was not then in legal session or the act was not 
read three times on as many days in each house. Butler v. 
State, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 763. ( 

Under Rev.—of Ohio, foreign corporations doing business there 
and with managing agent, can be garnished. Rainey v. Maas, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep., 580. 

FRAUDS. OF—Does not cover case of mother’s promising to pay 
the board of her son, who is her ward. The contract is an 
original one. McNabe v. Cliff, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., 858. 
Invalidates a verbal lease of real estate. Davis v. Pallock, 

(8.C.) 15 8. E. Rep., 718. 

LIMITATIONS. OF—Proper items of credit which take a claim 
out of the—are allowable even though unclaimed by the de- 
fendant. Batis v. Sabin, (Vt.) 24 Atl. Rep., 1013. 


Holmes v. Small, 


TRANSPORTATION.—See Common Carrier. 

TRIAL. 

Admission of incompetent evidence in proof of matters shown by 
evidence properly admitted, is no ground for reversal. Lar- 
son v. Lombard Invest. Co., (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 179. 

Admission of witness for plaintiff after his case is closed and 
when motion for jud gmentdor defendant is about to be made, 
and again after latter’s testimony is partly in, is , 
but appellate court will not declare such testimony of no 
— Asbach v. Chicago B. §& Q. R. Co., (Ia.) N. W. 

-» 90. 

After argument is commenced, it is within court’s discretion to 

— further testimony Kimball v. Saguin, (Ia.) 153 N. W. 
ep., 116. 

On a—by court without jury, errors in admission or rejection of 
evidence of slight probative value are harmless. Baker v. 
State, (Ga.) 15 £ E. Rep., 788. 

There is no error in admitting evidence of a admitted in the 
pleadings. Consaul v. Sheldon, (Neb.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1104. 

To obtain review of a ruling sustaining objection to a question 
put to one’s own witness, it is necessary to state what it is 
expected the witness will prove. Same case. 

FINDINGS.—Court not bound to make findings as to the evidence 

iven. Sporev. Vaughn, 20 N. Y. Supp., 152. 

equest for special — as to occurrence at a given time, 
properly refused where proposed—do not contain all that 
there occurred. Same case. 

INSTRUCTIONS.—An—leaving jury to find a fact as to which 
there is no evidence should be refused. Consaul v. Sheldon, 
Supra. 

The inaccurate charge that the jury is the judge of what is in 
evidence where context shows the meaning to be that 
jury is the judge of what the evidence proves, is not 
misleading. Chattanooga R. § C. R. Co. v. Owen, (Ga.) 
15 S. E. Rep., 853; Owen v. Chattanooga R. § C. R. Co., Id. 

Where court instructs jury to disregard evidence erroneously 
admitted, refusal to strike out same is not error. Mattes 
v. Frankel, 20 N. Y. Supp. 145. 

Where court sustained objections to all questions asked a 
witness, an oral direction to the jury, to “‘ disregard this 
testimony entirely on this point,” is not a viloation of 
statute requiring all — to be in writing. Consaul v. Shel- 
don, (Neb.) Supra. 

Where there is no evidence sustaining an action against some 
defendants,—based on theory that there is such evidence 
are erroneous. Swift v. Tatner, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep., 842. 

VERDICT.—Motion at close of plaintiff's case to direct a—for de- 
fendant, should be absolute and unreserved. Union Pac. R. 
Co. v. Mertes. (Nebv.) 52 N. W. Rep., 1099. 

Any error in refusal to so direct, is waived by introduction 
of evidence for defense. Same,Case. 

Where jury return — irregular in form, court may require 
them to make it regular, before it is affirmed. Grotton 
v. Glidden, 24 Atl. Rep., 1008; 84 Me., 589. 

Where no request is made that an informal—be made specific, 
and the construction of the—by trial court is responsive 
to the pleadings, objection thereto will not be heard on 
appeal. Johnson v. Visher, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 106. 

VERDICT. SPECIAL.—Where—does not contain facts essential 
for recovery, it must be regarded as against such recovery. 
Davis v. Schmidt, (ind.) 31 N. E. Rep., $40. 

Merely evidentary matters are out of place and valueless in 
a—. Hoosier Stone Co. v. McCain, (Ind.) 31N. E. Rep., 956. 

A venire ne novo will not be awarded because — does not find 
all the facts. Same case. 

TROVER. 

In — by lessee of mines against trespassers, he can recover 
value of ore mined, less actual cost and any royalty which 
defendant may have paid lessor. Hartford Iron Min. Co. v. 
Cambria Min. Co., (Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep. 4. : 

Will lie by mortgagor of chattels where mortgagee takes same 
before condition broken. Woods v. Gaar, Scott § Co., 
(Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep. 14. 

Will lie to recover value of a note from one who fraudu ent 
ly obtained, and has sued for and collected it, even if owner 
knew these facts before bringing suit. Rushin v. Thorpe, 
(Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep. 830. 

USURY. 

A note usurious in State where loan is obtained, but not in State 
where debtor lives, executed the papers witnessing and se- 
curing same, and where the security lies, with no evidence 
of deceit or purpose to evade laws of first State, is enforc. 
able in debtor’s State. Jackson v. American Mortgage Co. 
(Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep. 812. 

It is not — where illegal inter st is charged and paid my 4 
mistake. Brown v. Cass Co. Bank, (la.) 53 N. W. Rep. 410. 

Presumption of law is against the claim of —. Barthell v. Jan- 
sen, (Ia.) 53 N. W. Rep. 124. 

Where — is pleaded, deeds of even date, securing the loan, are 
good evidence to show real situs of the contract. Jackson 





v. American Mortgage Co., Supra. 





VENDOR AND PURCHASER. 
VENDOR—Decree enforcing lien of non-resident infant — is 
binding upon her, her guardians being in court and no fraud 

shown. Abernathy v. Ross, (Ky.) 208. W. Rep. 222. 

In suit to foreclose lien of —, pecuniary recovery is not essen- 
tial to validity of decree and sale. Watkins v. Clifton 
Hill Land Co., (Tenn.) 20 8. W. Rep. 246. 

Where time is of essence of contract for sale of land, — fail- 
ure to tender deed before time expires, gives purchaser 
no right to recover any money paid. Bradford v. Park- 
hurst, (Cal.) 30 Pac. Rep. 1106, 

PURCHASER—Acceptor of quit-claim deed, is bound, at his 
peril, to ascertain equities against vendor’s title. Bowman 

v. Griffith, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep. 140. 

Refusing payment of balance due on contract for land, 
when vendor is ready to fulfill his part, cannot recover 
amount paid. Bradford v. Parkhurst, (Cal.) 30 Pac. 
Rep. 1106. 

Simply showing that one made no enquiries about the 
title,does not prove him a bona-fide —. Bowman v. 
Griffith Supra. 

Where — of land has notice before payment, that vendor 
owes for same, the land is subject te balance due prior 
vendor, although — had no knowledge of same when 
he purchased. Combination LandCo. v. Morgan, (Cal.) 
30 Pac. Rep. 1102. 

WITNESSES. 

Can be asked by court to repeat iestimony already given. San- 
ders v. Bagwell, (S. C.) 15 8. E. Rep. 715. 

Can testify in narrative form; and irrelevant or incompetent 
matter will be stricken out on motion. Northern Pac. R. 
Co. v. Charless, (Cir. Ct. App.) 51 Fed. Rep. 562. 

Leading questions, on examination in chief may be asked, in | 
court’s discretion. St. Paul F. § M. Ins. Co. v. Gotthelf, 
(Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep. 137. 

Questions which assume hurt, suffering or loss of time, in ac- 
tions for personal injuries, are leading. Chattanooga, R. § 
C. R. Co. v. Huggins, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep. 848; Huggins v. 
Chattanooga, R. § C. R. Co., Id 

Where plaintiff claims title through a chattel mortgage, the 
giving of same is collateral, and plaintiff, though mort- 
gagor is dead, can testify that it covered property in issue. 
Banister v. Ovitt, (Vt.) 24 Atl. Rep. 1117. 

Where — testify against themselve< in relating conversations 
with deceased persons, other parties involved therein, can- 
not complain unless instructions were asked that such evi- 
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dence is incompetent as tothem. Thistlewaite v. Thistle- 

waite, (Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep. 946. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE—Husbands are competent witnesses in 
own behalf, where wives, though party defendants, have 

no separate interest in result. tliff v. Vandikes, (Va.) 153 

8. E. Rep., 864. 

Wife cannot testify to facts of which husband has know- 
jedge under Acts 1886, No. 45. Bates v. Sabin, (Vt.) 

24 Atl. Rep., 1013. 
CREDIBILITY—Can be shown by 

and mode of living. Roberts v. 

W. Rep. 267. 

Cannot be attached by questions as to ill-will held against 
defendant three years previously, where he testifies he 
holds none now. Consaul rv. Sheldon, (Neb.) 52 N. W. 
Rep. 1104. 

Jury should not judge of — from their personal knowledge 
of witness. It is error to instruct them otherwise. 
Anderson v. Tribble, 66 Ga. 584; Head v. Bridges, 67 
Ga. 236, and Howard v. State, 73 Ga. 84, overruled. 
Chattanooga, R. §& C. R. Co. v. Owen, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep. 
853; Owen v. Chattanooga, R. § C. R. Co., Id. 

Whether, and to what extent, a witness is to be believed, 
is a question for jury. Hammill v. Louisville & N. R. 
Co., (Ky.) 20 8. W. Rep. 263. 

CROSS-EXA Mi NATION—May be based on a letter, identified to 
put in evidence, before same is dove. Foss Schneider Brew- 
ing Co. v. McLaughlin,(Ind.) 31 N. E. Rep. 838. 
On — witness cannot be required to read paris of a time- 
table, not in evidence, with which he retreshed his 
memory on direct examination. Chattanooga, R. § C. 
R. Co. v. Owen, (Ga.) 15 8. E. Rep. 853; Owen v. 
tanooga, R. & C. R. Co., Id. 
Nor asked ne things not touched upon in the di- 
rect testimony. In re. Westerfield’s Estate, (Cali.) 30 
Pac. Rep., Smith v. Westerfield, Id. 
WRITS.—See Separate Titles. 


AN LAWYER. 








uestioning witness’ place 
Jommonwealth, (Ky.) 20 8. 








A St. Louis merchant sent the following on a postal card to a 
delinquent customer: ‘‘ You owe us $1.80. We have called several 
times forsame. If not paid at once we shall place same with our 
law agency for collection.” The United States district court held 
that the sending was a criminal offence. The reason given is that 
it contained a threat to sue, which was “both calculated and in- 


tended to humiliate and injure the person addressed, in public esti- 
mation.” 
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THE LAW OF 
MECHANICS LIENS. 


By S. F. KNEELAND, of the New York Bar. 
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AND RULES OF PRACTICE. 
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LAWYERS, 


Personal News of Members of the Bar— 
ey are—W hat they are doing— What is said 


Interestin 
Where 
of them. 








PERSONALS. 


D. M. Luther has located at Asheville, 
N.C. 


George D. Stows has lately begun practice 
in Ware, Mass. 

James A. Stephens of San Francisco, Cal., 
has resumed practice. 

Miss Grace E. Robinson of Governeur, N. Y., 
has been admitted to the bar. 

C. A. Johnson of Alamosa, Col., has opened 
an office also in Durango. 

George W. Potter has established a law 
office at Jamestown, N. Y. 

C. H. Adkins succeeds to the practice of J. 
A. Sullivan at Findlay, Ohio. 

Senator David B. Hill of this State has 
established a law office in Albany. 


George V. Cairn of North Vernon, Ind., 
has opened an office at Scottsburg. 


Miss Sarah Herring has recently been ad- 
mitted to the bar in Tucson, Arizona. 


James E. Otis of Tuckerton, N. J., has 
been appointed lay judge of Ocean county. 


C. M. Barnes, receiver of the land office at 
— Oklahoma, has been admitted to the 

ar. 

J. E. Bartlett of Raymond, N. H., had his 
office effects destroyed in the late fire at that 
place. 

Frank Quinn of Peoria, Il., has been ap- 
pointed assistant State’s attorney for that 
county. 

The bar of Covington, Va., have indorsed 
Hon. John Randolph Tucker for attorney- 
general. 

James A. Watkins of Searcey, Ark., had a 
narrow escape from death by as;hyxiation 
recently. 

J. C. Hixon has resigned as editor of The 
Herald of Union Springs, Ala., and will prac- 
tice law. 

Miss Dora Sandee of Winchester, O., was 
among the recent admissions to the bar in 
Columbus. 

Hon. W. B. Hopkins has been duly installed 
in the office of county judge at Corpus 
Christi, Tex. 

W. E. Young, a graduate of the University 
of Michigan Law School has opened offices in 
Akron, Ohio. 

Cy. Wellington of Minneapolis, Minn., has 
been appointed general solicitor of the Great 
Northern road. 

J. B. Larzelere, Jr., Norristown, Pa., son of 
ex-Sheriff Larzelere, was admitted to the 
bar a month ago. 

Judge Charles H. Adams of Fremont, Col., 
will resume the practice of law when his 
present term expires. 

Attorney Lyman Green of Santa Rosa, Cal., 
had his library and many valuable papers de- 
stroyed by fire recently. 

C. P. Sherman of the Philadelphia bar was 
lately admitted to practice in the courts of 
Lancaster county, Pa. 

John W. Alling of New Haven, Conn., is 
strongly urged for a seat on the supreme 
court bench of that State. 

George M. Haynes, formerly of Mt. Ver- 
non, Ill., has been appointed assistant city 
attorney of the city of Chicago. 

Con an W. C. P. Breckenridge’s 
daughter, Miss Sophonisha Breckenridge, has 
been admitted to the Kentucky bar. 

Judge Crumpacher of the Indiana Appel- 
late Court will practice in Valparaiso upon 
the completing of his term as judge. 





Judge O. J. H. Summers of Jackscnville, 
Fla, is a candidate for United States attor- 
ney for the northern district cf Florida. 


J.J. Miller of Pittsburgh, Pa., is likely to 
be appointed United States District Attorney 
for the Western District of Pennsylvania. 


Judge William Butler of the United States 
district court, was injured recently while 
stepping from a train at West Chester, Pa. 


James W. Lynn, an Easton, Pa., lawyer 
has been lateiy pronounced insane, and a 
guardian appointed to take charge of his 
estate. 

Hon. Theron Stevens of Ouray, Col., is 
prominently mentioned as the probable suc- 
cessor of Judge Bell in the seventh judicial 
district. 

Dr. J. H. Shumacher, for many years princi- 
pal of the Blairstown, N. J., Academy, has 
resumed the practice of law in Chambers- 
burgh, Pa. 


Milo Melhers of Toledo; James W. Hallhill 
of Lima ; Nelson W. Miller, and Louis Stran- 
sewfky of Tiffin, O., were lately admitted to 
the Ohio bar. 

H. C. Hall, for many years the counsel of 
the American legation in Paris, France, has 
established himself with Proudfit & Edsall 
of Colorado Springs, Col. 


E. R. Kone of San Marcos, James M. Rob- 
ertson of Meridian, and J. P. Ledbetter of 
Coleman, Tex., were lately admitted to prac- 
tice in the Federal courts. 


Horace A. Woods, until recently connected 
with the law firm of Robinson & stapleton of 
Deer Lodge, Mont., has opened an office for 
individual practice, in the same town. 


Chancellor George E. Seay, Judge Bearden 
of Shelbyville and John 8S. Wilkes of Pulaski 
bench are each presented as successor to Judge 
Turney on the supreme court of Tennessee. 


Mrs. Martha D. Strickland of Detroit, Mich., 
recently admitted to practice in the federal 
circuit court of Tennessee, was the first 
woman lawyer admitted to the bar in the lat- 
ter State. 


James E. Shepherd as successor to the late 
chief justice A. S. Merrimon, and Armstead 
Burwell as associate justice of the supreme 
court of North Carolina, have taken the oath 
of office. 


The only practising women lawyers in Bos- 
ton for some time past have been Miss Alice 
Parks and her partner, Miss Anna C. Fall. 
Miss Lizzie Smith of Nashua, N. H., lately 
admitted to the bar, will locate in Boston. 


Ex-city Attorney Giles E. Stillwell, 
one of the best lawyers in Buffalo, who 
framed the famous charter over which there 
was so much fighting a few years ago, has 
been adjudged insane and will be sent to an 
asylum. 


Miss Ella E. Knowles, who, at the late 
election was chosen attorney general of 
Montana, is a native of New Hampshire 
She studied law with Burnham & Brown of 
Manchester, N. H., and went west on ac- 
count of ill-health, locating first in Iowa. 
She went to Helena in the fall of 1887. 


The Hon. Henry Samuel Strong, who suc- 
ceeds the late Sir W. J. Ritchie as chief jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Dominion of 
Ontario, was up to date one of the Puisne 
judges of the supreme court of Canada. He 
was born in Dorsetshire, England, in 1825, 
was called to the Bar of Upper Canada in 
1848, and has held several judicial positions. 


At the recent sitting of the fu!l court in 
Winnipeg, Man., before the chief justice, 
Mr. Justice Killam and Mr. Justice Bain, the 
secretary of the law society, moved on behalf 
of the society to strike off the rolls, for non- 
payment of fees due to the society, the names 
of J. Barr, W. RB. Black, J. B. Chambers and 
A. McKay. 





RECENT DEATHS. 


Philip D. Baker of the Lancaster, Pa., bar 
died recently. 

Judge Thomas C. Temse of Jackson, Tenn., 
died early last month. 

Ex-county judge John N. Link, also of 
Galveston, Tex., died recently. 

Louis T. Dean, a leading attorney of Birm- 
ingham, Ala., died suddenly. 

Judge John W. Stout of Staunton, Va., 
died early in December last. 

Wm. G. Moore, a leading lawyer, and ex- 
Mayor of Youngstown, O., is dead. 

James R. Whiteside of Augusta, Ga., origi- 
nally of Shelbyville, Tenn., died suddenly. 

Judge T. D. Murrin of Deadwood, 8. D., 
died lately of paralysis after a long illness. 

Joseph N. Ryan, for many gam clerk of 
the circuit court at Staunton, Va., is dead. 

Robert A. Quillian, formerly of Atlanta, 
Ga., died last month in Walsenburgh, Col. 

Ex-Chancellor Benjamin Williamson of New 
— died at his home in Elizabeth last 
month. 

Dr. John H. Seltzer, a well known member 
of the Philadelphia bar, recently died of heart 
disease. 

Adenias J. Heath, died in Bellevue Hospi- 
tal, this city last month. He was a native 
of Muine. 

Col. W. W. Gordon, a distinguished Vir- 
ginia lawyer, died at Richmond early last 
month. 

W. H. Raltson of Leavenworth, Kan., a 
native of Kentucky, and formerly of Quincy, 
llL., is dead. 

Sherman H. Hubbard, a well-known patent 
lawyer of Bridgeport, Conn., died of pneu- 
mon:a on Dec. 9. 

Samuel 8S. Marsh of the law firm of Olds & 
Marsh of Columbus, O., died of heart disease 
early last month. 

Joseph Selden Davies, a leading colored 
lawyer of Baltimore, Md., is dead. He was 
a native of Virginia. : 

Hon. George W. Geddes of Mansfield, O. 
once Judge of court of common pleas an 
Congressman, is dead. 

At his home in Scranton, Hon. John F. 
Connolly, additional law judge of Lacka- 
wanna County, Pa., died recently. 


Thomas McParlin, a partner of Hugh J. 
Carroll, mayor of Pawtucket, R. L., died of 
inflamation of the stomach a short time ago. 


Judge William Chambers of Galveston, 
Tex., who went to the State from Virginia 
when it was an independent republic, is dead. 


John M. Cohn, a Philadelphia lawyer and 
financier, shot himself to death last month, 
in Chicago, Ill. Temporary insanity in- 
duced by insomania is said to have led to the 
act. 


Charles H.Kitchel of NewYork city, who had 
become widely known because of his labors 
to ameliorate the condition of prisoners, died 
of pneumonia. 


Idius L. Fielder, formerly of Georgia and 
Arkansas, and recently a well-known lawyer 
of New Mexico, committed suicide at Silver 
City, on Dec. 6, last. 


Ex-Gov. Henry M. Hoyt of Pennsylvani 
who held many military and civil offices, an 
was a lawyer of great ability, died at Wilkes- 
barre early in December. 


James H. Edgerly of Rochester, N. H., 
once judge of the court of common pleas, 
and who filled various civil and military 
offices in the State, is dead. 


Chief Justice A. 8. Merrimon of North Car- 
olina, who died a few weeks ago was a re- 
markable man. He enjoyed only fourteen 
months of actual school life and yet attained 
the a civil and judicial honors. He was 
United States Senator from 1873 to 1879. 
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~_BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 


GEORGIA. 


The Savannah Bar Association at a recent 
special meeting called to discuss the bill 
affecting the eastern judicial circuit, now be- 
fore the legislature, adopted the following 
resolutions : 

Resolved That in the judgment of the bar of Chat- 
ham county it is imperatively necessary that steps be 
taken to relieve the judge of Chatham superior court 
of the labers of circuit-riding, the interests of Chatham 
being considerable enough to demand all of bis time. 

Resolved, further, That our senator and representa- 
tives be requested to do what they can to bring this 
about, either by the creation of a new circuit or in the 
re-districting of such circuits as already exist. 


INDIANA. 


At the annual meeting of the Marion 
County Bar Association, held in Indianapolis 
last month, the following were elected offi- 
cers: President, 8. M. Shepard; vice-presi- 
dents, 8. 0. Pickens, Merrill Moores; secre- 
tary, G. M. Harney; treasurer, Howard Cale; 
executive committee, Edward Daniels, C. W. 
Smith, R. O. Hawkins, Ralyh Hill, Vincent 
Carter; committee on admission, Albert 
Baker, W. A. Ketcham, J. P. Baker, Solomon 
Claypool, C. 8. Denny, Pirtle Herod, J. L. 
Mc Master. 

A special committee to assist the Commer- 
cial Club in conferring with the members of 
the legislature was appointed as follows: A. 
C. Ayres, Nathan Morris, Albert Baker, J. E. 
McCullough, 8.O Pickeos. The association 
will give a banquet some time this month, 
and committees to have charge of it were ap 

inted as follows: General arrangements, 

. O. Hawkins, Charles Martindale, Nathan 
Morris, W. A. Van Buren, C. 8. Denny ; fin- 
ance, W. T. Brown, A. H. Snow, W. P. 
Kappes; program, Edward Daniels, A. C. 
Harris, Charles Moores, J. E. Scott, C. W. 


Fairbanks. 
MAINE. 


A special meeting of the Maine State Bar 
Association was called for December 21 at 
Augusta, at which time business of consider- 
able importance was transacted. The annual 
meeting of the association is to be held in 
that city the second Wednesday in February. 


MASSACHUSSETTS. 


The Suffolk Bar Association, through the 
reply of its grievance committee to Mayor 
Matthews, of Boston, exhonorates Henry 
Ayars from the charges of unprofessional 
conduct brought against him by the mayor. 
It concludes its communication in these 
words: ‘This committee is satisfied from 
the evidence submitted to them that Mr. 
Ayars (lid act under the hones: belief that his 
clients had a just cause of action, and this 
committee is not satisfie|l that he brought 
the suits and wrote the letter to Dr. Harring- 
ton with the sole purpose of deterring or in- 
timidating him in the enforcement of the 
statutes of this Commonwealth. 

The committee consider, therefore, that no 
farther action on their part in regard to this 
matter is necessary. Very respectfully yours, 
Charles P. Greenough, chairman; Theodore 
H. Tyndale, secretary; Edward W. Hutch- 
ins, Charles T. Gallagher, Alfred Hemenway, 
Samuel J. Elder. 

MISSOURI. 


The Kansas City Bar Association held a 
meeting of more than usual interest in No- 
vember last. Under the plan _ recently 
adopted, Judge John W. Henry read a paper 
on ‘Professional Etiquette,” and Henry 
Wollman delivered an address on ‘‘ Corpora- 
tions.” A symposium on “ Needed Legisla- 
tion,” was participated in a -V. C. Karnes, 
John C. Gage and John W. Snyder. The 
officers for the ensuing year are as follows: 
Sanford B. Ladd, president; T. H. McNeill, 
secretary, and Herbert L.Doggett, treasurer. 

The St. Louis Law Library Association 
held its fifty-fourth annual meeting on Dec. 
5th, ult. Arba N. Crane presided and Virgil 
Rule acted as secretary. The report of the 











board of directors showed that 991 books had 
been added during the last year, making the 
total number in the library 19,127. At the 
close of the preceding year there was a bal- 
ance in the Treasury of $1,627. The sum of 
$6,509 has been collected and $9,417 expended 
during the year, leaving a balance in the 
Treasury at present of $1,719. 

The election of officers resulted as follows: 
Pr.sident, Arba N. Crane; vice-president, 
James A. Seddon; treasurer, George Deni- 
son; secretary, Virgil Rule; boird of di- 
rectors, T. K. Skinker, J. W. Dryden, Isaac 
Henry Orr and Isaac H. Lionberger. 

The association considered applications for 
membership in executive session, and ad- 
mitted Sterling P. Bond, J. M. Bryson,James 
A. Carr, B. H. Charles, Jr., T. B. Crews, R. 
W. l)uncan, F. 8. Denis, E. A. Feehan, J. H. 
Holliday, F. H. Haskins, Andrew Johnson, 
Julian Laughlin, George W. Lubke, Jr.,Wm. 
McNamee, T. 8. Wing, Phil. Pollock, R. C. 
Rombauer, F. 8. Reel, G. D. Stern, Grant 
Tilden, J. H. Trembly, R. 8. Williams, A. E. 
Wislizenus, Stanley Stoner, T. G. Rombaur 
and D. G. Taylor. The present membership, 
including those then elected is 400. 


NEW JERSEY. 

The annual meeting of the Hudson County 
Bar Association was held in Jersey City on 
December 13 last. The following officers 
were elected: President, Washington B. 
Williams; vice-president, W. P. Douglas; 
treasurer, William J. Gordon, and secretary, 
William Cudlipp. 

NEW YORK. 


The annual meeting of the State Bar Asso- 
ciation will be held at Albany the 17th and 
18th inst. ‘The formal opening of the meeting 
will take place on the evening of January 17, 
when addresses will be made by some dis- 
tinguished jurists. On the evening of the 
18th, Gov. Flower will tender the members of 
the association a reception. 

Articles of association incorporating the 
‘‘Rochester Bar Association,” of Rochester, 
N. Y., were filed last month. The object of 
the organization as stated in the articles of 
incorporation are : 

To cultivate the science of jurisprudence, 
to promote reform in the law, to facilitate 
the administration of justice, to elevate the 
standard of integrity, honor and courtesy in 
the legal profession, and to cherish the spirit 
of brotherhood among the members thereof, 

Memberships will be confined to practising 
attorneys in good repute. The association 
expects to open club rooms at an early day, 
and as soon as practicable will adopt a con- 
stitution and by-laws. The list of incorpora- 
tors and trustees for the first year is as fol- 
lows : 

Incorporators—W illiam F. Cogswell, Theo- 
dore Bacon, Walter 8. Hubbell, Albert H. 
Harris, John D. Lynn, George F. Yeoman, 
Arthur E. Sutherland, James 8. Havens, 
George A. Carnahan, Porter M. French, Nath- 
aniel Foote, Joseph 8S. Munn, John Desmond, 
James M. E. O’Grady, H. G. Danforth, Martiu 
W Cooke, Thomas Raines, Churles M. Will- 
iams, William B. Hale, Frederick W. Smith, 
Eugene Van Voorhis, Eldridge L. Adams, 
Fred T. Smythe, John N. B. Stephens, George 
A. Benton. 

Trustees—Albert H. Harris, George F. Yeo- 
man, Arthur E. Sutherland, Eldridge L. Ad- 
ams, Porter M. French, Nathaniel Foote, H. 
G. Danforth, Joseph S. Munn, ‘Thomas Raines, 
Charles M. Williams, Eugene Van Voorhis. 


The Bar Association of the city of New 
York, at its quarterly meeting last month, 
renewed its attack upon Judge Isaac H. 
Maynard of the court of appeals. It will 
be remembered that in March last the associa- 
tion sent a committee to Albany to urge the 
Legislature to remove Judge Maynard from 
that office to which Gov. Hill had appointed 
him. The memorial then presented loud 
severe strictures upon Judge Maynard on the 
allegation that he had iraudulently taken 
from the office of the Comptroller on the 





morniug of Dec. 22 preceding a sealed en- 
velope contaiving a certified corrected state- 
ment transmitted by the county clerk of 
Datchess county as an official document, and 
“that he acquiesced in the canvass of the 
Mylod return by the Board of State Canvas- 
sers on their pr.text that the corrected re- 
turn removed by him was not before them.” 
The committee fought the matter with t 
bitterness, but without avail. Judge May- 
nard’s term of office expired on the last day 
of last month, and with a view of presenting 
his possible reappointment, passed the follow- 
ing resolutions : 

WHEREAS, Heretofore the Association of the Bar 
of the city of New York presented to the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York # certain memorial, 
suggesting for the reasons therein stated the re- 
moval of Isaac H. Maynard from the office of Asso- 
ciate judge of the court of — and 

WHEREAS, The term of office of the said Isaac M, 
Maynard expires Dec. 31, 1892, and it is under- 
stood that said Isaac H. Maynard is a candidate 
for the ap tment to the vacancy in the office of 
associate judge of the court of appeals, which will 
occur by the reason of the election of Associate 
Judge Andrews to be chief judge. Therefore, 

RESOLVED, That, notwithstanding the failure 
the Legislature to remove the said Ma the 
reasons assigned for his removal in said memorial 
still exist and constitute disqualifications for his 
appointm nt to a new vacancy, and that such 
pointment, in the inion of this esuditim, b 
eminently unfit, and this association respectfully 
request the governor to fill such vacancy by the 
came of some person other than Judge May- 


RESOLVED, That a copy of these resolved, with 
a copy of the memorial, be transmitted by the sec- 
retary to His Excellency the Governor. 


OHIO. 


The Law Library Association of Cleveland, 
O., held its annual meeting on Dec. 6th, ult. 
The various officers submitted their reports 
which were approved. That of the treasurer 
showed that the association had expended 
during the year just ended $3,285.58 for about 
800 law books. The president reported that 
there are now nearly 11,000 law books on the 
shelves of the library and that in general the 
affairs of the library are in excellent condi- 
tion. The officers and trustees elected were 
as follows: G. M. Barber, president; A. A. 
Bevins, secretary and treasurer, and J. M. 
Henderson, J. E. Ingersoll and John G. 
White, trustees. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Law Association of Philadelphia, held 
its annual meeting on Dec. 6th, ult., and un- 
animonusly elected the following officers: 
Chancellor, Richard C. McMurtie; vice- 
chancellor, Joseph B. ‘Townsend; secretary, 
B. Frank Clapp; treasurer, Henry T. 
Dechert; committee of censors, Silas W. 
Pettit, Mayer Sulzberger, C. Stuart Patter- 
son, George L. Crawford, Frank P. Prichard, 
James M. Beck, Samuel Dickson, George 
Tucker Bispham, N. Dubois Miller; library 
committee, Samuel C. Perkins, Henry Flan- 
ders, Pierce Archer, John Douglass Brown, 
Jr., William Brooke Rawle, John Samuel, 
Henry Budd, Alexander Simpson, Jr., How- 
ard W. Page, Francis Rawle, William Dray- 
ton, Charles Y. Audenried. 


The reguiar semi-annual meeting of the 
Lancaster, Pa., Bar Association convened on 
December 12th ult. The old officers were 
re-elected as follows: Hon. Hugh M. North, 
president; D. G. Eshleman, vice-president ; 
John W. Appel, secretary; Hon. David 
McMullan, treasurer. Board of censors: 
Messrs. H. B. Swarr, Marriott Brosius, A. F. 
Hostetter, H. Clay Brubaker, W. U. Hensel. 


TENNESSEE. 


The Tennessee State Bar Association will 
give a banquet to Chief Justice Turney im- 
mediately before he retires from the bench, 
this month, to assume the duties of the gov- 
ernorship. The occasion will be utili to 
further the movement to secure legislation 
establishing an intermediate court, which 
the association recommended at its last an- 
nual session. The measure proposed is best 
stated in the language of John A. Pitts, of 
Nashville, chairman of the committee ap- 


of 








pointed to present the same to the Legisla- 
ture. He says it is briefly this: ‘‘To create 
a ‘court of chancery —— composed of 
three judges, with appellate jurisdiction of 
all equity causes now appealable to the su- 
preme court, which shall sit during the re- 
cess of the supreme court in each grand divi- 
sion of the State, whose findings of fact in 
every case shall be reduced to writing and 
be conclusive, but from whose decisions ap- 
peals on questions of law may be taken to 
the supreme court, and there tried on the 
same transcript, together with such findings 
of fact.” The purpose, as will be seen, is to 
relieve the pre:sure on the supreme court. 


NEWS ITEMS. 


T. G. Ferguson of Hastings, Neb., has been 
arrested for embezzlement. 

E. M. Gates of Chicago, Ill., is under arrest 
charged with larceny as bailee. 


8. L. Nash, an attorney in Des Moines, Ia., 
is under indictment for perjury. 

William P. Bailey of Newark, N. J., was 
recently arrested fur embezzlement. 

Palmer W Smith is reported to have 
‘jumped the town” of Oxford, O., and to be 
now in Tampa, Fla. 

John Phelps, an attorney of this city, was 
recently arrested in Brooklyn, on a charge of 
passing worthless checks. 


Jacob M. Moyer, a well-known lawyer of 
Philadélphia, Pa., has been arrested for pass- 
ing alleged worthless checks. 


The Bi-Mettalic will be the name of a new 
paper to be shortly started at Breckenridge, 
vol, by ex-Attorney-General Jones. 


Colonel Joe McGregor of Waynesville, Mo., 
has disappeared. ‘There are several charges 
against him of missappropriation of funds. 


The Western Reserve University of Cleve- 
land, O., has received a gift of $50,000 for its 
law school from Mrs. Lucy Mygatt Backus 
of that city. 


M. E. Lennon of Denver, Col., is under ar- 
rest charged with embezzlement from Wyo- 
ming parties. He was, at one time, located 
at Hurley, Wis. 

George A. Kohn has disappeared from Den- 
ver, Col., ——— aggregating $100,000, 
and charged with default in the management 
of a trust estate. 

The Times of Castana, Ia., says that there 
is a good opening for an enterprising attor- 
ney at that point. 

The benchers of the Ontario Law Society 
have decided that ladies may enter for the 
examinations held by the society, and may 
practice law in the province. 

Joseph A. Neeley, a Chicago lawyer, who 
was lately arrested on a charge of obtaining 
money by false pretenses, was discharged at 
the hearing for want of prosecution. 

Petitions are being circulated for presenta- 
tion to the Legislature of Minnesota, asking 
for the appointment of an additional judge 
for the fourteenth judicial district. 


Burke, Kirlicks & Griggs, managers of the 
Southern Commercial Agency of Houston, 
Texas, expect to issue their next Annual Di- 
rectory on the first of next month. 


Harvey Pasco, an attorney and news agent 
of Decatur, Ill., was arrested in December 
last, for aiding in the sale of an alleged 
obscene journal published in Chicago. 


Henry P. Hill, attorney-at-law in Indian- 
apolis, Ind., was recently arrested on a 
capias issued because Hill has not paid a 
fine levied upon him about a year ago for 
visiting a gambling house. 

An action for $20,000 damages has been 
instituted against the Merchants’ Retail 
Commercial Agency of Columbus, Ga., by a 
debtor who was black listed by the agency 


because he did not pay a disputed account. ’ 








The application for admission to the bar 
of the supreme court of Idaho, by Geo. W. C. 
Shutter of Pocatello, Ida., is being vigorously 
opposed. Affidavits from attorneys in Mon- 
tana, where Shutter formerly lived charge 
_ with fraud and general dishonest prac- 

ices. 


The Michigan Law Journal Company has 
been organized at Grand Rapids, Mich., with 
the following officers: President, Ralph 
Stone; vice-president, Eli R. Sutton; secretary 
and manager, H. Y. Tyler; treasurer, Har 
D. Jewell. The new company will publish 
the Law Journal, whose offices have recently 
been removed from Ann Arbor. 


The chair of jurisprudence in the Yale law 
school, which has been vacant for several 
menths, was filled last month by the appoint- 
ment of Morris F. Tyler of New Haven, Conn., 
to the position. Pref. Tyler is a Yale gradu- 
ate of the law department in the class of ’73, 
and since his graduation has practiced law 
as a member of the firm of Moran, Tyler & 
Ingersoll. 


_——49—___. 


CHANGES IN FIRMS, 


The firm of J. R. & M. B. Jewell of Olean, N. Y., is 
dissolved. 

Alward & Parrot of Elizabeth, N.J., have dissolved 
partnership. 

Taylor. Campbell & Taylor is a new law firm of 
Hutchinson, Kan. 

Frank M. Ball and Horace Vaughn of Texarkana, 
Tex., have dissolved. 

Clink & Viskern of Muskegon, Mich., have dissolved 
business connections. 

Wilbur L. Stonex and E. A. Dansman of Goshen, 
Ind., have formed a partnership. 

C. L. Allen and S. W. Russell, Jr., of Sandy Hill, 
N. Y., have formed a partnership. . 

Green & Jacobs of New Haven, Conn. 
business relations early this month. 

Judge Allan B. Morse is now associated with McGarry 
& McKnight of Grand Rapids, Mich. . 

Cornelius L. Allen and S. W. Russell, Jr., of Salem, 
N. Y., have formed a co-partnership. 

Manly Crosby and C. L. White of Corry, Pa., form 
the new law firm of Crosby & White. 

S. S. Carruthers and Ellsworth Rominger of Bloom- 
field, Ia., are now partners in practice. 

Judge Field and E. P. Holmes of Lincoln, Neb., have 
revived the old firm of Field & Holmes. 

The firm of Olds & Marsh of Columbus, O., is dis- 
solved by the death of Samuel S. Marsh. 

Martin & Carleton of Barre, Vt., have dissolved, 
Frank J. Martin continuing the business. 

Hackney, Shartel & Burns have dissolved, Mr. Hack- 
ney succeeding to the business of the firm. 

P. F. King and Andrew C. Morgan of Lockport, 
N. Y., have united in business partnership. 

The partnership between John M. Russell and Everett 
L. Bray of Flint, Mich., has been dissolved. 

E. M. Nealley and Will H. Stutsman form the new 
firm of Stutsman & Nealley of Burlington, Ia. 

Col. A. W. Bradbury and George F. a of 
Portland, Me., have formed a law partnership. 

The partnership of Tanbman & Potter of Aberdeen, 
8. D., expired by limitation on December 1, ult. 

On the first of last month A. J. Woolf and E. H. 
Moore of Youngstown, O., formed a partnership. 

Theo. H. Swift and Frank L. Bellof Potsdam. N. Y., 
are partners under the firm name of Swift & Bell. 

Willis & Nelson of St. Paul, Minn., have added the 
name of Thomas C. Fitzpatrick to their firm name. 

Norman B. Gash and H. W. C. Shore of Toronto, 
Ont., Can., have organized the firm of Gash & Shore. 

D. R. Barry of Portage du Fort, Que., Can., has en- 
tered the law firm of Cruickshank & Murphy of Mon- 
"Charles G. Neeley and Judson F. Going, ex-Assistant 
State’s Attorneys in Chicago, Ill., have formed a part- 
nership. 

E. E. Roberts of Newton Falls, 0., has located at 
Warren, in the same State, forming a partnership with 
I. H. Gilmere. 

Judge George D. Alden and Samuel W. Child, of 
Boston, Mass., have formed a partnership known as 
Alden & Child. ‘ 

William R. Triggs of Duluth, and John Rustgard 
of Tower, Minn., have formed a co-partnership, with 
offices at Duluth. 

Charles W. Roberts, late of the firm of Graham & 
Roberts, and Fred G. Wilbur have formed a partner- 
ship in Winfield, KanJ™ on ral 
“"Kinnane & French of Kalamazoo, Mich., dissolved 
on the Ist ult. Irish & Knappen of the same city dis- 
solved a few weeks ago. 


dissolve 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


o- -— 


Bartlett & Bartlett, composed of Natbaniel C. and 
W. Stillman Bartlett of Haverhill, Maas., is the latest 
law firm organized there. 

Hamilton & Plummer of Spokane, Wash., have dis- 
solved and a new firm consisting of Attorneys Plummer 
and W. J. Thayer organized. 

Associate Justice D. M. Valentine and his son, H.'E. 
Valentine, have united their business interests and 
will practice in Topeka, Kan. 

The firm of Earle & White of Philadelphia, Pa., will 
be dissolved in the early part of this year by the retire- 
ment from practice of Mr. Earle. 

District Attorney P. F. King of Lockport, N. Y., 
has taken into partnership his former clerk, Andrew C. 
Morgan. The firm name is King & Morgan. 

The business of the late firm of Darling Bros. of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., has passed into the control of the 
new firm of Wheaton, Darling & Woodward. 

Hon. R. W. McCartney, ex-Circuit Judge, and George 
A. Crow, County Judge of Pope county, Tll., have or- 
ganized a partnership, with offices at Cairo, Il. 

Joseph P. Hennessey, late of the staff of the Daily 
News of New York city, was recently admitted to 
practice and has formed a partnership with Denis A. 
Spellissy. 

The well-known firm of Moran, Kraus, Mayer & 
Stein of Chicago, Tll.. by reason of the election of Mr. 
Stein to the judgehip, has changed by the latter's with- 
drawal therefrom. 

The firm of Settle & Rhodes of Bowling Green, Ky., 
is dissolved, W. E. Settle being now judge of t 
eighth judiclal district court. John B. Rhodes continues 
the business of the firm. 

The firm of Sprigg & Anderson of Quincy, I., has 
added William L. Vandeventer, late of Mt. Sterling, to 
its membership and will hereafter be known as Sprigg, 
Anderson & Vandeventer. 

Maloney, Burke & Madden is the title of a firm or- 
ganized last month in Ottawa, Ill. Thetwo first named 
gentlemen were respectively the Attorney-General of 
the State and the City Attorney of Ottawa. 

Chester A. Weed, formerly of Washington, D. C., is 
now in Seattle, Wash., where he has formed a partner- 
ship with Julian L. Shay of Everett, Wash., under 
the firm name of Shay & Weed. They will maintain 
offices at both points. 

Ex-Superior Judge W. C. Van Fleet of Sacramento, 
Cal., has formed a partnership with E. B. Mastick, W. 
C. Belcher and George H. Mastick, under the firm 
name of Mastick, Belcher, Van Fleet & Mastick, with 
offices in San Francisco. 

The firms of Ewing & Ewing and Gilbert & aay | 
of St. Paul, Minn., have consolidated. The new firm 
name is Morphy, Ewing, Gilbert & Ewing. Its individ- 
ual members are E. H. Morphy, F. H. Ewing, Philip 
Gilbert and A. W. Ewing. 

Geo. E. Haynes of Elwood, Ind., has retired from 
the real estate firm of Roop & Haynes and formed a 
law partnership with S. A. Vanosdol of Vevay, Ind. 
The new firm will be known as Haynes & Vanosdol, 
and have offices in Elwood. 

Merritt & Ryan of Troy, N. Y., have dissolved and 
aco-partnership has been formed between James H. 
Ryan, of the ald firm, and Henry L. Landon, late of 
New York city, under the firm name of Ryan & on. 
Mr. Merritt will act as counsel for the new firm.j i) « 


REMOVALS. 


William Neary is now located at Naugatuck, Conn. 

Ira E. Robinson has lately settled at Ness City, Kan. 

T. S. Sease, formerly of Prosperity, S. C., is now at 
Newberry. 

Clifton George, late of Missouri, has settled in Bill- 
ings, Mont. 

J.B. Worley has left Zanesville, O., and is now in 
practice in Cadiz. 

Mike M. Allison has left Rising Fawn, Tenn., and 
located in Jasper. 

W. Parke Warne, formerly of Monongahela, Pa., is 
now at Ironton, O. 

E. N. Brown, until lately of Canfield, O., can be found 
at Youngstown, O. 

James W. Nichols, late of Valparaiso, Ind., is now 
at Englewood, Il. 

Frank Davis, formerly of New Richmond, O., is now 
at Batavia, in that State. 

Alland G. Fay, late of Montpelier, Vt., is now estab- 
lished in Lancaster, N. H. 

J.M. Thompson, late of Brown county, Minn., has 
settled at Santa Rosa, Cal. 

Walter H. Prescott, from Laconia, N. H., has opened 
an office in Benton Harbor. 


Geo. D. Storrs, late of Springfield, Mass., has located 
at Ware, in the same State. 


Col. , late Con an from Mississippi, has 
tants iokeen Td. ‘Ter. - 


Judge Goddard of Leadville, Col., has decided to lo- 
cate permanently in Denver. 

W. P. Chadwick, formerly of Lawrence, Mass., has 
taken offices at Exeter, N. nA 

C. H. Robb of Bratile' Vt., has located at Florence, 
a suburb of Northampton, Mass. 
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J, A. Vail, sini of East St. Louis, Ill., has moved | tion Corporatiop Law; the Business Cor- 
to Madison, where he will remain. porations Law, and the Organization Tax 
P a ae ~ Sn. mgt} R. Sulzer have moved | Act, as amended by the Legislature of 1892, 
Gen, Wi, Gente ieee toe with forms and annotations, by Cuas. T. 
to practice exton of Barton, Kan. has been admitted | HavrLaND, of the New York Bar, New York. 
The Diossy Law Book Co., 1892, pp. 187. 
Price $1.00. 

The contents :nd purpose of this manual 
are clearly shown by its title page given 
above. The entire corporation law of this 

C. é. Coddington, formerly of it. J "i Mo., y of ‘ areaie 
wilt: Penshal & Deneow tn rot St Son ae isnow | State was revised and largely remodeled by 
John W. Shartel, late of Winfield, Kan., is now at | the last legislature. Radical changes were 
ae ye R - Okla., in association with Asp & Cottingham. | made in regard to the number and qualifica- 
Bull of Boberteon, of gf the, firm of Robertson. Smith & | tions of incorporators and directors, the 
next. , pay ment of capital stock, liability of stock- 
olders, annual reports and the provisions in 


John H. Henderson, for many years at New Castle, 
Pa., is now in practice in Pittsburgh. 

H. F. Dale and Burg Brown, prominent lawyers of 
Corning, Ia., have moved to Des oines. 


A. A. Mossell, a colored lawyer, lately of Lockport, 
N. Y., is now settled at P *hiladelphia Pa. otea rte’ 


J. E. Schooler, of the firm of Kelso & Schooler, Grant 
SS eek moved to Trenton, where he will man- regard to foreign corporations doing business 
Sol. Foster has opened an office in Pottsville, Pa. in the State. These chavges, together with 
where he went from Shenandoah. He has also head: | reference to the former laws upon which 
quarters with Arundel & Moon, in Philadelphia. each section of the present law is based, and 
—— the reported cases construing them are given. 
BOOK REVIEW. C omelets forms, meeting the requirements of 
—— these changes, and a thorough index, perfect 
_ Amended Corporation Laws of the State | the practical v lue of the work to ev ery per- 
ew York. The General Corporation Law; | son interested in ihe corporation laws of 

tl a Stock Corporations Law ; the Transporta- | New York. 





COMMERCIAL LAWS, TABULATED. 


LIMITATIONS — JUDGMEN f NOTES — ABREsST — INTEREST — USsURY. 


Statute of Limitations Judg't Arrest) Legal | 

















States and Territories. in_years. Notes. for Int a | Penalty for Usury. 
Acc't. Note. Judg’t. Debt. | per o’t. 
Alabama. .. 3 6(d) | 20 No. No. 8 | Forfeit interest. 
Arizona. .. 3 5 5 (n) Yes. No.* 7 None. 
Arkansas . . 3 5 10 No. No.* 6 (4)| Forfeit claim. 
California .. 2 4 5 - No.* 7(1)| None. 
Colorado . .. 2 2 2 No.* 8(1)| Non 
Connecticut. . 6 6 (bh) re No. No.* 6(1)| None 
3 6(g) 20 No No.* 6 (1) Forfeit principal. 
3 12 12 No. No. é(4)| Forfeit interest. 
4 5(g) 20 No. No. | 8 (4) 
4 6 (g) 7 (0) ae No. | 7(8)| Forfeit interest. 
4 6 es No." 10 (5)| Fine and imprisonment. 
5 10 20(mo Yes. No.* 5 (2),| Forfeit interest 
meaceccees 6 10 20 No. No.* 6 (3) Forfeit excess of interest. 
Indian ay + 3 5 10 No. a 6 (4) 
Iowa. ie j 5 10 20(m) No. No.¥ 6 (3) | Forfeit mterest. 
MOEN ..<..2.0.- 3 15 5 eu No.* 6 (4) | Forfeit interest over (4). 
Kentucky ....... a 5 5(j) 15(u) No. No.* 6 Forfeit interest. 
 onsccosess ce 3 {5 10 a No.t 5(3)| Forfeit interest. 

2 are 6 6 (i) 20 No. Yes 6 None 
Maryland........... 3 3(e) 12 No. No. 6(\)| Forfeit excess of interest. 
Massachusetts ............ 6 6(g) 20 Yes. 6(1)| None. 
SE nc0cssccdecse ces 6 6 10 (k) No. No.t 6(3)| Forfeit excess of interest. 
PE a bescdcctevdecs 6 6 10 No. No. 7(4)| None. 
ee a de dddemane evens 3 6 7 No. No. 6 (4)| Forfeit excess of interest. 
te. cccdendadhkuaea 5 10 10 No. No. 6(3)| Foreit interest. 
PE dcckescecctdabeds 5 8 10 me No.* 10 (1)| None. 
I Gasivs ceccecsseuss 4 5 10(0)| No. No.* 7 (4)| Forfeit interest. 
PE wattnatadesséxsusé 4 6 6 a Yes. 7(1)| None. 
New Hampshire decusaeess 6 6(g) 20 No. Yes 6 Forf't 3 times excess and costs 
SE sancééecoeceese 6 6(f) 20 No. No.*§ 6 | Forfeit interest. 
) > ~~ Sper 4 6 7 ice Yes 6(5)| None. 
a ntdcetcaboentes 6 6 (g) 20(k) No No.* 6 | Forfeit claim. 
North Carolina. ........... 3 3(d) =10()) Yes 6 (3) Forfeit interest. 
North Dakota............. 6 6(g) 20 No. No.* 7 (5) | Forfeit interest. 
Eat. obanad nadnny o> 15 5(v) Yes No.* 6 (3) | Forfeit excess of 6%. 
Ci bvcdeass) \accdes 3 5 5(ns) 7 

ih ipiccksebse senede 6 6 (d) No. No.* 8 (4) | Forfeit claim. 

Pennsylvania ............. 6 6(z) 20 Yes No.* 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
Rhode Island.............. 6 (a) 6(g) 2(p) No. Yes.§} 6(1)| None. 
South Carolina............| 6 6 No. Yes. | 7 (4) None. 
South Dakota ........ Ie ee 6(g) 2iq) No. No.* 7 (5) | Forfeit interest. 
SD scasnsecsevicess 6 Yes No. 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
iti daksedasannedenal 4(b) 4 10 | No No. 6 (4) | Forfeit excess of interest. 

ih. cncccavtbebeteens 4 5 No. Yes | 10(1)| None. 
EG acccccades senese | 6 8(p), .- Yes.§, 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 

RS Ee 5(b)| 5(d) Wir) No. Yes. 6 Forfeit interest. 
Te EESTI ETDS 6 No. Yes. 10(1)| None. 

Weat Virginia ............ 5(c)| 10 10(r) | No. Yes. 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
DES ice sacksescewds 6(g) 2W(kq) Yes. Yes. 7 (4) | Forfeit interest. 
0 SS 4(t) 5 (t) 5(t) | Yes. Yes.§, 12(:)| None. 

DOMINION OF CANADA 

ew Brunswick .......... | 6(g)| 20 = | Yes. 6(1)| None 
Nova Scotia. .............. So: \ wee ae Fe | Yes. | 6 (2) 

SP edeedacseseves casas 6 | 6(g) 20 « Yes. |} 6(1)| None. 
WpbstndeseraceuSeenes 6-10 | 610 30 Yes. | 6(1)| None. 








LIMITATIONS.—(A) Between merchants 20 years. (B) Store, 2 years. (C) Store, 8 years. (D) Under 
seal, 10 years. (E) bg pies 12 years. (F) Under seal, 16 years. (G) Under seal, 20)ears. (H) Under 
seal or not negotiable, 16 years ; Connecticut 17 years. ma!) ‘Witnessed. 20 years. (J) When negotiable, if dis- 
counted at bank. (K) Justice, 6 ears. (L) Justice,7 years. (M) Justice, 10 years. (N) Foreign, 2 years. 
O) Foreign, 5years. (P) Fi SS (Q) ) Foreign, 10 years. (R) Foreign, same as in tate where 
rendered ‘But not over 10 years. (3) ‘ederal, 20 y Un debts incurred before debtor became resident, 
suit must fehie fi noose, within 2 years after residence ts BK (U) From date of last execution. (V) Can be 

within 


ARREST.—*Except in cases of fraud .{} Except in cases of fraud and in supplementary proceedin, t Ex- 
cept to secure person of debtor to answer the suit. { Except in cases of fraud and breach of trust. Except 
females. {| If claim is over $100. Married woman exempt. 

INTEREST.—(1) Can contract for any rate. (2) May contract for 7 2 aad cent. (3) May contract for 8 per 

cent. (4) May contract for 10 per cent. (5) May conteact for 12 per cent. 








LIST OF ATTORNEYS. 


REVISED MONTHLY. 


Most of the Attorneys in this list have _— recom- 
banks or bankers, in to inquiries 


AN i 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 
2” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 


ALABAMA. 

Athens* (Lime-tone).......--.--------- 
Birmingham* (Jefferson) - --.-------- 
Dadeville* (Tallapoosa). ....--------- 
Florencs* (Lauderdale) ......-.------ 
Greensborough* (Hale)... ------------------ T 
Livingston* (Sumter)... ..----------- 
Mobile* (Mobile) tn apiece aaguael J 
Montgomery* © pu gnanpnie PEA 
Selma* (Dallas).......-..------+--- 
Tuscaloosa* Giensiiesass SEA Fe 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert)... ....-.--------- Kirk & 
Uniontown’ (Perry)...-.-.--------A. 


ARIZONA. 
Preseott* (¥ mmr . M. 
Tombetons? {Conhise’ Lensebennmnnhuen Wm. C. Staehle 
ARKANSAS. 


Arkansas City* (Desha)..-.--- Dickinson . Richardson 
Brinkle pn Mle nd samlinind median John C. Palmer 


Eldorado* (Union).........---.-------- 
Little Rock* OO are w.J.T 








Paragould (Greene) .....--------------- 
Ae ——— ea ee 
Russellville (Po ~ cutdacssneaeewaseinae 
Texarkana ( 


Pasadena (Los Angeles)... 
Pomona — Angeles). . -.- 





420 Montgomery st. 
Stockton* (San J oeuies piwedacugae Joshua B. Webster 


COLORADO. 








Greeley (Weld) 
Gunnison (Gunnison) - 


Garrison 
& Stevens 


MENEE TENS Fiickinger & Nicholas 
piseda dc cuieSeaany ete a z Brown 
kinins ecm eee ontague 
hneianil Northeutt & Franks 
CONNECTICUT. 
Ansonia (New Haven) ........------------- h 


Munger 
Bridgeport* (fain field) ).. Stoddard, Bishop & Haviland 
Greenwich (“ai D dnconsessumnedsion ¥F, A. Hubbard 
Hartford* \Siantfond) AREY GEO. G. & GEG. ELIOT SILL 





345 Main street. 
Middleton* (Middlesex) ....-..--- .. Arthur P. Colef 
New Haven* (New Haven). .W. A. Wnght 
Stamfori (Fairfield)... ..-. Hart & Keeier 
Stonington (New London). H. A. Hull 
Waterbury (New Haven)... L F. Burpee 
Windsor ks (Hartford). -. J. W. Johnson 
DELAWARE. 
Dowas® Gi <<< ceweescccscscstevsees Jas. Pennewill 
Lewes (Sussex) ............-.----+-----+- Cc. W. Whiley 
New Castle (New Castle). -........--.-.---- A.B ow 
Wilmington* (New Castle). ........-.-.- Ww. S. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Washington (Washington). -.-......-...-.. H. B. Moulton 
FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola* (Franklin). .-..........--.- W. B. Far 
Cedar Keys (Levy)..---...------------E, J. Lw 
Gainceviile” nt ie cadaae aagameaal John W. Ashby 
acksonville* (Duval). ............--- Silas A. Bradley 
Jasper* (H | REI 2S A. B. 
Orange City (Volusia). ..........-------- R. D. 
Pensacola‘ (Escambia). ..........-..--- Blount & Blount 
St. Ao (St. John) Wiewnpo eter W. W. Dewhurst 
Tallahassee* (Leon) .........-.---.---- R. W. Williams 
Titusville* Gem... aiqacosagen James T. Sanders 
GEORGIA. 
Athens* (Clarke).............-..0022-...: 
Atlanta* (Fulton) .........-.-.-.---. JOHN S. CANDLES 
to Atlanta National Bank. 
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i 
Buchanan ( 
ie* 


Valton* (Whitefield) 
Fort Gaines* 


Boise City* (Ada) Geo. H. Stewart 
Bonner’s Ferry (Kootenai).............. Cc. erriam 
Payette (Ada) J. H. Richards 
Pocatello (Bingham) ..-......-..--- E. P. Blickensderfer 
Weiser (Washington) King & King 


ILLINOIS. 


Wise & Davis 
Wooster & Hawes 
H. >. Southworth 


) cuaRK vARNUM 
Suit 411, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
Danville« (Yermillion) Penwell 3 Lindley 
Decatur* (Macon) John M. Davenport 
DeKalo* (DeKalb) ‘ E. 
Dixon* (Lee) W. & W. D. Barge 
Effingham* ll 8. F. Gilmore 
Galena* (de Davies 


Henry (if a 


Fottet Egbert Phelp 
Mari ‘Clemens & Wa 
ona wned ae cswascerseane Chas. eanets 
Moline (Rock Island) Browning & Entrikin 
Morris* (Grundy) E. Sanford 
Mound City* (Pulaski) 
Mount Carmel* (Wabash) 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll)..........--. C. B. Smith & Son 
Mount Sterling* (Brown)...........-..- J.J. McDonald 
Mount Vernon* (Jefferson) 
k) George Alex. Ritter 
Pte awe con 
C. Hitt 
gar) ROBERT | x McKINLAY 
Attorney for Edgar County National Bank. 
Peoria* (Peoria) H. C. Fuller 
Carter, Govert & Pape 
Thomas J. Roth 
W. S. Philli 
Chas. A. Works 
Adair Pleasants 
Moulton, ow & Headen 
Vv. D. Matney 
Conkiin & Grout 
Walter Reeves 


a (Gallatint 
‘ord* (Winnebago) 
Fete gn 
e* (Shelby) 
Soronto (Bond) 


Sullivan‘ Talonlteie) 

Sumner (Lawrence) 

Ss ore* (De Kalb) 
aylorville* a 

Toledo* (Cumberland) 


Taylor & Abrams 
W.S. Everhart 


k* McHenry) 
Yorkville* (Kendall) > 


INDIANA, 


Angola* —-. Emmet A. Bratton 
Auburn* (De Kalb) ..W. L. Penfield 
..-Geo. A. Knight 
..W. F. Medsker 
W.S. Gandy 

E. K. Strong 

Ristine & Ristine 
Chamberlain & Turner 


( ) 
Columbia City* * (Whitley) 
Crawfordsville* (Montgomery) 
Elkhart* (Elkhart) 
Evansville* 
Fairmount ( L. A. Cassell 
Fort Wayne* (Alea) ; Zollars «' Calvert 
Huntington* (Huntington) ....-......----- B. F. Ibach 
oe (Marion). ...Morris Newberger & Curtis 
Ken ille (Noble) heo. L. Graves 


: eae a Cheats 
(Cass elson ers 
bet y | London 
Grego verbur; 
7s  MeEntaffer 
) J ohn Mitchell 
Pl onthe (Jay) 
ceton* (Gibson) 
Richmond* (Wayne) 
pases rt* wile (Shelby 





INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Ardmore (Pickins) Jackson & Thompson 
Muscogee* (Creek & Cherokee he 


Purcell (Pontotoc) 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation). . 


m* = Moines) 

Carroll* (Carroll) 
Cedar — (Lian) 
Charles City* (Floyd) 
Cherokee* (Cherokee) . D. F. Smith 
Council Bluffs* (Pottawattamie) John Y. Stone 
Davenport* (Scott) Becker & Thuenen 
Nn ae N. B. Raymond 
Dubuque* (Dubuque) Monroe M. Cad 
Eldora* (Hardin) Srinath tet sable a nails bakeiot C. E. Albroo 
Emmetsburg* (Palo Alto) McCarthy & Linderman 
Glenwood* (Mills) Gilliland 
Hamburg* (Fremout) peesawbaskeenane J. M. Hammond 
Towa City~ (Johnson) Ranck & Wade 
Keokuk* (Lee) A. — worth 
Knoxville* (Marion) : ohnson 
Le Mara* (Plymouth). ................... J o. Sammis 
Marengo* (Iowa) Hedges, _——— & Lake 
Marshalltown* (Marshall ). L. Binford 
Mason City* (Cerro Gordo)............. is 3. Stanberry 
Mount Ayr* (Ringgold) Laughlin & Campbell 
Nashua (Chickasaw) Perrin 
Newton* (Jas “~ 4 W inslow 
Ottumwa* -_ a & Roberts 
Rock Rapic s* t J. K. P. Thompson 
Sigourney* (Keokuk) J. P. Talley 
Sioux City* (Woodbury) a Dou ghty 
Storm Lake ‘Buena Vista) 
—— (Cedar) 

terloo* (Black Hawk) Boies, C Rag & Boies 
Webster City* (Hamilton) Wesley Martin 
Winterset (Madison)................. 4 A.W. C. Weeks 


KANSAS. 


Abilene* Cihereen) vivaee Stambangh Hurd & Dewey 
Anthony (Harper) B. Small 
Arkansas City (Cowley) H. D. Cummings 
Atchison* (Atchison) H. M. & W. A. Jackson 
Beattic (Mareshall)..................0-.-0- Ry B. Berry 
Belleville* (Republic) ; W. T. Dillon 
ae A.G Mead 
Burlington* (Coffey) E. M. Connal 
Columbus* (Cherokee). .............-.-/ A. H. Skidmore 
Concordia* (Cloud) Pulsifer, Alexander & Savary 
Cotton wood a (Chase) J > V. Sanders 
S. Bertram 

M. W. Sutton 

W. H. Gifford 
-BIDDLE & CRAIN 


Tracy & Mercer 
H. W. Macomber 
Cooper & Crissman 
~~ Eggert 


Brink 


Emporia* (Lynn) 
Fort Scott* (Bourbon) 
Garden City* (Finney) Milton Brown 
Garnett* ry scene aise ts Adler eicaa ios hte Rear A. J. Smith 
Great Bend | REE RES J. H. Jennison 
Harper (B. rT) Finch & Sisson 
Hays City (Ellis) Bryant ¥ Harris 
Hiawatha* (Brown) 1. Shale 
Holton* (Jackson) Hopkins & Ho kins 
Hoxie* (Sheridan) 7 Schultheis 
Humboldt* (Allen) E. A. Barber 
Hutchinson* (Reno) Ww —— & Gleason 
Jetmore* (Hodgeman)....-.....-- . H. Borton 
Jewell Cit; ea M. Fr King penberger 
Junction City* (Gea . Marshall 
Kansas City ye (Wy me La “GARSKADON & JOHNSTON 
Kingman* (Kingman) Conkling & Conkling 
Larned* (Pawnee) . Vernon 
Lyons* (Rice) Jones. & Jones 
SII CHD oon ccc cnescccoccotcnns Sam Kimble 
Marion* (Marion) ag & Kelley 
Marysville* (Marshall) utchinson 
MePherson* (McPherson) Frank O. Johnson 
EE IR hs cn an scausecsisshacsebens S. W. Miles 
Minneapolis* (Ottawa) George a Hurley 
Mound ye (Linn) Joel Moody 
Newton* (Harvey) Bowman & Bucher 
Norton* iv orton) .. Thompson & Mann 
Osborne* (Osborne) ... oa 7 Robinson 
Ottawa* (Franklin) - 
Paola* (Miami) 
Parsons (Labette) 
Pawnee Rock (Barton) 
Pittsburgh nad 
Russell* (Russell). . 
Salina* (Salina) 
Sante Fe* (Haskell) ..... 


Ww = & Caldwell 

J.H. Bement 

& Cliggitt 
. G. Lain 
.. Garver & Bon 

-D. D. Temple 

‘ “Hagan & Mackay 

J. W. Rose 


Smith Centre* (Smith) R. M. Pickler 
SENT MINED 0. cn nevecdcessescoveses “ae wo 
Topeka* (Shawnee 

Wellington* (Sumner) 

Wichita* (Sedgwick)... . . A. Morris 
SE PII .00d000 cccccesecsswouscs F. C. Hunt 
Yates Center* (Woodson) W. H. Slavens 


KENTUCKY. 


yan Gundy 





Paris* (Bourbon) E 
Somerset* (Pulaski). .........-. 
Winchester* (Clark) 


LOUISIANA. 


Donaldsonville* (Ascension) 
Monroe* (Ouachita) 
New Orleans* (Orleans) 


MAINE. 


eford* (York).. 
Calais* (Washin on). 
Cherryfield (Was degten).. 
Dexter (Penobse 
Gardiner (Kennebec) 
Lewiston (Androscoggin)............------ F. 
Portland* (Cumberland) ...-Geo. F. Holmes 
Rockland* NS Gs ceaxeeinddcas ania C. E. Littlefield 


Thomaston in. ceamateuseapantee J.H 
Waterville (Kennebec) 


MARYLAND. 


Baltimore ( paeases Shriver, Bartlett & Co. 
Bel Air* (Harford = IMUS DAVIS 
Cumberland” (Allegany) 

Denton* (Caroline) T. P. Fisher 
TAGE CTMINOED 000s ccccscccccccssces J. Frank Turner 
Elkton* (Cecil) Jones & Haines 
Frederick* (Frederick). ......-----..----- C. V. 8. Levy 
Hagerstown* (Washington) - as & Scott 
Princess Anne* (Somerset) am © & Bratton 
Salisbury* (Wicomico) 8. Toadvin 
Snow Hill* (Worcester) iP. Barnes 
Westminster* (Carroll) 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Amesbury (Essex) Jacob T. Choate 
Barnstable* (Barnstable) Day & Day 
Boston* (Suffolk)... Read's Legal & Mercantile Agency 
Brookfield (Worchester) PE ey | * Jottle 


Brocton (Plymouth) umner 

Cambridge* (Middlesex) eiieeRT AA. SPEVEY 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Fall River (Bristol) Braley & Swift 

Fitchburg* (Worcester).. — re _—. 

GlouceSter (Essex) 

Haverhill (Essex) 

Holyoke (Hampden) 

Lawrence* (Essex) 

Lee (Berkshire) 

Lowell* (Middlesex) 

Lynn ( 

Malden (Middlesex) 

Mansfield (Bristol) 

Milford (Middlesex) 

New Bedford* (Bristol)... ......... 

Newbu - 

Pittsfield* (Berkshire) 


William 
Elbridge R. Anderson 


Ss ary, pden) H Ww. 

Springfield* (Hampden en 

Taunton* (Bristol) G. agar W 

Waltham (Middlesex) 

Watertown (Middlesex) ................- 

Weymouth (Norfolk) .Champlin, Py thsere &s Wentworth 
Winchester (Middlesex) Geo. 8S. Littlefield 
Worcester* (Worcester) Henry Eveleth Hill 


MICHIGAN. 


any? W. B. Williams & Son 
John F. Lawrence 


a 


Allegan* (Alle 
Ann Arbor* ( 
Battle Creek (Calhoun) 


) 
Benton Harbor aee.. 
Crosswell (Sanilac). . 
Detroit* (Wa 

53 Buhl 

Eaton Rapids Thain) 
Flint* (Genesee) 
Frankfort (Benzie) 
Gladwin* (Gindwin n) 
Grand Rapids* (Kent) 
Houghton* (Houghton) 
Ionia* (Ionia) 
Ispheming (Marquette) 
Jackson (Jackson 


g (Ingham 
arquette* Ma 
Midland’ Sat : 
uske (Muskegon) 
Otse; fal - 
Pon 


Sand (Huron) 
Sault Ste. Marie*(C 


wa). epee, oneN ‘asnett 
Refer to First National Ban’ 


MINNESOTA. 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn) 
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Henderson* (Sible ey) inbanbenvenete & 
Long Prairie* (Todd).................. J.D. Van Dyke 
ee lis* (ennepia) nedaenséndeca ., vies * — 
deo ppewa) ............ ynder A. t. 
St. Paul* (Ramsey)............... E. Benton Olms 
St. Peter* (Nicollet) ................---00- A. A. Stone 
Stillwater (Washington).......... Clapp & McCartaey 
West Duluth (St. Louis)............... Chas. F. Lamb 
Winona* (Winona)..................-. Berry & Morey 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Aberdeen* (Monroe). . .-G. C. Paine 
Canton* (Madison)....... ..F. B. Pratt 
fe A na,  - seer R. F. Fant 
waderdale). . Cochran & Bozeman 
Natchez* (Adame) ae - Ernest E. Brown 
) fap: thas. Scott 


Vicksburg* (Warren). ie 


MISSOURI. 
Sc ocasnccessvetsdoncsanta L. P. Norman 
Booneville* (Cooper)..................- W. W. Draffen 
Carroliton* iCarroll)......... Lozier, Painter & Morris 
Carthage* (J a) ceddisodeusadaa Harrison & Harrison 
Chillioshe: IL ccoccpinaahe wid W. W. Davis 
Grant City* (Worth)..............0..... W. 8S. Gibson 
Hannibal (Marion)..................... R. E. Anderson 
Independence* (Jackson)............. Jno. N. Southern 
Jefferson a | are J. C. Fisher 
intake center coscduscacad Galen Spencer 
Kansas City" = ‘Giackcson. - The H.H.Craig Law &Col.Co. 
Macon i Dien ncedieceddadeudtan B. E. Guthrie 
Sah ncntnddcddsosedneses Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr. 
Mo oo EDs So vcnsdecescscd Forrest G. Ferris 
reds idnkcsasenkeavdanh Geo. Hubbert 
Qscesola* (St. Clair). ............-000. George H. Daniel 
St. Joseph* (Buchanan)........ Dowe, Bennett & Rusk 
St. Louis* (St. Louis).................. Jas. L. Hopkins 
ns an ki ccamecundeves odeiet C. I. Wilson 
TS a 8S. B. Burks 
Slowartsvil Pa ncdveccccessessove Story & Wilson 
MD Aiidsika cunekucawraas B. F. Clark 
tt abeacbananwoaeereosees T.S. Carter 
Tren m* (Grundy) pedaindatdetesdiesearees W. E. Clark 
Warrensburg* (Johnson)..............--... S. P. Spark 
Webb City (Jasper)................. Wittich & Devore 
MONTANA. 
Billings* tC ee ee G. A. Lane 
Butte City* (Silver Bow)............... M. Kirkpatrick 
Hamilton (Missoula)............... ROBERT A. OHARA 
Refers to Western Montana National Bank. 
Helena* (Lewis & Clarke)........ Crutcher & Garland 
White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher)..A. N. C. Bainum 
NEBRASKA. 
pO i, H. A. Lambert 
Cs cic sccecsocncnendaed J.8. West 
Central City* (Merrick).................- J. W. Sparks 
Fremont (Dodge). .........ceccccccseese teo. L. Lewis 
Geneva* (Fillmore)................... Carson & Fifield 
Grand Island* (Hall).................. Geo. N. Thumel 
Hastings* SE cnanedancaéecscest W.S. McKinney 
Hayes Centre* (Hayes)...............---- C. A. Ready 
Kearney* (Buffalo).................. JOHN E. DECKER 
Lincoln* (Lancaster)........ Mockett, Rainbolt & Polk 
North Platte* (Lincoln).................. R. = Forrest 
Oakdale* (Antelope)..................... M. B. Putney 
Omaha (Douglass)... .-McCabe, Wood & Elmer 
Pawnee City (Pawnee). . eg dada Ahedatal Story & Story 
panko yr IS en okaneike dosimcel W. H. Westover 
a b cncwwocccssesesescses F. M. Northrop 
Yorke COEDS 5 cascedeceosesesvecs Sedgwick & Powers 
NEW MEXICO. 
Albuquerque* (Bernalillo),............ R. W. D. Bryan 
i St Mss ccccecacceencoosceas W. R. Sloan 
Socorre*® (Socorro)... .....-...ccccccccsces J. D. Brooks 
NEVADA. 
PE Gn cecvandccadstacscsecscs J. M. Gooding 
Garson City* (Ormaby).........22.c.ccccccsece T. Coffin 
i: Viddanbididseowtkeeerets Baker & Hines 
WE GURNEY - cs ccsscescccqescsses< I. W. Whitchee 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Andover (Merrimack)... -Geo. W. Stone 
Bristol (Grafton)... .. . ..Hing & Chase 









Con * (Merrimack) .Leach & Stevens 
Dover*  - ‘ Joshua G. Hail 
(Coos) . . .... Twitchell & Libby 
Keene* (Cheshire)... .. _Batchelder & Faulkner 
Manchester* (Hillaboro). acewe Ane. Osgood 
Nashua* (Hillsboro)....................- W. W. Bailey 
Newport* (Sullivan)................0.....-. A. 8. Wait 
Portsmouth (Rockingham).......... William H. Paine 
5 Sree C. E. Wright 
Wolfborough (Carroll).. secccccsses Wiha C. Fox 
NEW JERSEY. 
Asb Park ‘ Monmouth)............- Geo. W. Byram 
Atlantic City* ene VERS TITO Chas. A. Baake 
Belvidere* (Warren)................-. John H. Daulke 
Bordentown (Burlington) bes ccomemaseeis Isaac E. Antrim 
- Camden* (Camden).................. Bergen & Bergen 
oepe May City* (Cape May)....Herbert W. Edmunds 
E beth CS vnicesicns osndendivad una Je Apaet 
Flemington* (Hestecden) Saewedvedaleba 


Freehold* (Monmouth) ..... FREDERICK PA KER 
Refers to Central National Bank 


Hackensack* (Bergen)........-.......-. C. W. Berdan 
Hackettstown (Warren).............-.. R. M. J. Smith 
Hoboken (Hudson) See ag win cain aot Shien aiiiie ae W. Kip 
Jersey City* (Hudson)........ «es-.--.J- Herbert Potts 
Mount Holly* om beesaset Walter A. Barrows 
TD. .... sc ncsogcectss cosmans uild & Lum 


New Brunswick” (Middlesex) Dik W. Edwin Florance 


See eee eeenee 








Red Bank (Monmouth)............. App & Hope 
Trenton* (Mercer)................. A. G. & Son 
Woodbury* (Gloucester)... ..........---.+- Wm. Moore 
NEW YORK. 
Albany* (Albany) .....+--Barent W. § sa 
Amsterdam (Montgomery ). - Westbrook, —— 
Auburn* (Cayuga). . -Geo. B. Teruer 
Batavia*® (Gemesee).. .......cccc..s-se0e “Franke 8. Wood 
Binghamton* en... ....+++--Downs & Smith 
Brooklyn *(Kings)... ‘ .John E. Bullwinkel 
Buffalo* (Erie).. :. Wadsworth & Love 
Canandaigua* (Ontario)... ak uneiaht-ae seelmmaaaell wT T. Powell 
Cormima® (Gteuber). .........-.cccciece A. Wiltiams 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua).................... Holt & Son 
Elmira* (Chemung)... ....... ..Denton & McDowell 
Geneva (Ontario). . ee .. Geo, L. Bachman 
Hudson* (Columbia).........-.------ “John C. Newkirk 
Ithaca*® (Tompkins)... ........cccccecee Wm. N. Noble 
Jamestown (Chautauqua). . ..Bootey, Fowler & Weeks 
Johnstown* a enkade .-Carroll & 
Lockport* (Niagara)............. L. F. & G. W. Bow 
New York* (New ¥ York)”. a ae GILBERT ELLIOTT 
206 Broadway. Refers to Merchante’ Exchange 
National Bank. 
Ogdensb’ y in Lawrence).......... Louis Hasbrouck 
Oswego* Rint ceccenaasasanéead P. W. Cullinan 
Peeks in (Westchester) anddanienmeensae J. H. Baxter 
Plattsburgh* (Clinton) .....- Palmer, W: | & Kellogg 
Potsdam (St. Lawrence).............. M. Hawkins 
Nee ar yo (Dutchess). ...... He cana & Arnold 
gO Ee ey Selden 8. Brown 
, eee eS Geo. 8. Klock 
Salamanaca (Cattaraugus) pacccnniadeny Cone s Wipple 
Schenectady* (Saratoga) .............. J. Landon 
Seneca F, iT cdconeké-dncedmial MeDowaid Bros. 
Syracuse* (Onondaga).............. Hopkins & Bowdy 
Toy* (Renaselaer)............. meaneees - & Hollister 
NY CUAL «oon cccccccacseacecened Geo. C. Carter 
Watertown* (Jefferson).................. A. H. Sawyer 
Whitehall (W ashington)............... Potter & 
Yonkers (Westchester)............. Robt. P. Getty, Jr. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Asheville* (Buncombe)..............- -P A. aes 
Charlotte* (Mecklenburg). ......... eerans 
SO MING c6 sic dcocesccctcduabaeee 2 F 
ft Jno. W. 
Gee CCRGUENMED 0 cs cccccccccccccces mex & Webb 
Williamston* (Wilkes).................. 


Wilmington* (New Hanover). 


anor IREDELL MEAR 
NORTH DAKOTA. 


Bismarck* (Burleigh) ................-. Frank A. Barns 
Devils Lake* (Ramsey).............. Albert M. Powell 
Grand Forks* (Grand Forks)........... Ay: & Cutts 
RE GU 6c6k0<cqusacunacnbud ae: Spaulding 
OHIO, 

I iii bi. cectscccccscaaseinn W. F. Sawyer 
er Miller & Semaine 
Cincinnati* (Hamilton). ............. A. Graff & — 
Cleveland* (Cuyahoga) ...............-- G. H. Burro 

Columbus* (Franklin................ Arnold & Morton 
Dayton* (Montgomery). . ..Gottechalk & Brown 
Delphos (Allen).......... rae ...-Horce A. Reeve 
Kenton (Hardin). . pee 
Mansfield* (Richland).. Se ar Jesse E. La Dow 
i CE 60666 cencasécacntenscan Jos. Andrew 
ee IER <> W. D. YOUNG 
T Ge cdedtevccedecceccccescongall ae ae 

OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
Guthrie* (Lo fn) a ap ee S Geo. Price 
Kingtisher* (Kingfisher) ..Haughey, iiciiidea & Smith 
Oklahoma* (Oklahoma) ........-. Douglas & Cole 
Stillwater (Payne)..........--.---.--+-- King & Miller 
OREGON. 

Portland* (Multnomah). .......... Beekman & Morrow 
ebeea GHRRREEO « «6. cccccncccccadtecee< John A. Carson 
PENNSYLVANIA, 

pO ee ree J. 8. Leisenrin 
Bellefonte* (Centre)... .... Beaver, Ge rs & 
Bethlehem (Northampton)...........-..- Kemerer 
Bradford (McKean)................-.------ ‘Ribu 
Chambersburg* (Franklin)........ wasesinaled Jno. R. Orr 
Chester (Delaware)..................-- ....-P. Bradley 
Connellsville te to ...eeee-eWm, A. Hogg 
Easton* (North ampton)... ......George W. Geiser 
Erie* (Erie)..... Eeidicacandsianenssataman orce & Yard 
Gettysburg* Adams). ...... --- David Wills 


Harrisburg* (Dauphin)... . . . sone 
Hazelton \Luzerne).......- 


Johnstown (Cambria) ................-..-- ne 
Lebanon* (Lebanon). . necadentede a & Schock 
McKeesport (Allegheny). eaeed . P. Dug 
Meadville (Crawtotd)............ ..Joshua Du 
Morristown* ( Yontgomery)....-....--. Bickel & Ho 
Philadelphia (Phi —e- A. J. &L. J. Bambe 
Pittsburgh* he eny).. .......Dunean & King 
Pottsville” (Schuy Sncsdankdusast Arthur J. Pil 
Reading* (Berka) i gan v ET ca, H. A. Zieber 
Ridgeway* (Elk).. ostietia .George A. Rathbun 
Scranton* ( Lackawanna) pegnasecdennoall cdw Miles 
Sunbury* (Northumberland) ............----. Geo. Hill 
Titusville (Crawford) ........... Guthrie & Byles 
West Chester* (Chester) .............--- Jas. C. ers 
Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne)... ... ...Geo. Urquhart, Jr. 
Williamsport* (Lycoming) ............. T. M. B. Hicks 
_  , eae Nevin M. Wanner 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Bristol* (Sieh a AG end cha hae ...--Samuel Norris 
Newport* (Newport) .................-- W. P. Sheffield 

















Providence* ( ).....----JOHN T. BLODGETT 
27 Custom House Nat'l 
Pawtucket (Providence)...............---- I.L Jd 
Woonsocket (Providence)............. Chas. F. 
SOUTH cA 
Fae Aiken)........ Guaanerengnanda Bros. 
P (Bammferd).....cc.c cccccccccces Wm. Elliott 
Charleston" (Charleston) . . & Gadsden 
Orangeburg* (Orangeburg). heiih padewuend P. T. Hildebrand 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Bangor (Walworth)...... kde atenanaceia W. R. Green 
Chamberlain* SSE ae Jas. Brown 
a rings* (Fall River)...............---.- L. 8. 
City* ( REMC Ee 
Pane =e Peacock & March 
‘alls* (Minnehaha)............- U.S. G. Cherry 
Lana 
Brownsville* (Hayw popera 
« (Hemilton). “Lupton, Coleman & : Gidaine 
Knoxville* (Knox).................... . E. BUCKLEY 
kinds of le business. 
Memphis* (Shelby)...........-..--.--- — ers & Sneed 
Nashville" (Da ). _, a 
— (White). ... ‘ummings 
averly* (Humphreys). candi a Shannon 
TEXAS. 
RP CO cccinnicinesscedsnssintee J. L. PEELER 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Coleman* (Coleman).............----.. F. M. Newman 
Dallas* ( ee eCormick & Spence 
Fort Worth* (Tarrant) .............. & ore 
Galveston* (Galveston) ................ M & Baker 
Greenville* (Hunt)................... Grubbs & Sewell 
Houston ( ikeossacennnaensead Jas. A. Breeding 
San Antonio* (Bexar)...............-.---- C. A. Keller 
Waco* (McLennan)............. Scarborough & Rogers 
UTAH. 
0 So nas Valentine Gideon 
t Lake* ‘Sale Bs cecacascnateta Jas. A. Williams 
VERMONT 
Bellows Falls (Windham).................. S. M. Read 
ttleboro (Windham) ........... Hoskins & 

# (Chittenden).........cce0-0- J.d. 
Montpelier* (Washin ici scinsnchionidilinhabe Pitkins & Huse 
Northfield (Washin Sere . D. 

Rutland* (Rutland)............... P. Redfield Kendall 
St. Albans* (Fran | SRS & Start . 
St. Johnsb (Caledonia).............. Ide & Stafford 
Waterb f ashington)........... W.P. 
Woodstock* (Windsor)............ ch & Sou 
VIRGINIA, 
Alexandria* (Alexandria).............. Samuel G. Bent 
Charlottesville* (Albemarle)........... jah Woods 
Clifton Forge tAlleghasy). >. DUNGAM & KING 
slifton rom Scecoccce 
Fredericksburg pote Bank ).....Mayn & Fitzhugh 
c. ( yivania)..... yn 

Harrisonb kingham)........:... Ed. 
—— ( kbridge)........... Letcher & Letcher 
Lynchburg (Campbell).............-... R. G. H. Kean 

chester* (Chesterfield). paabonsinaie Wn. > oa 
Norfolk* (Norfolk)............... L. B. & W. J. N 
Radford (Mon | Renae R. L. GARDNER 

Refers to National Bank. 
Richmond* Henrico)...............-. Slater & ——— 
Suffo'k* (Nansemond)................... R. H. Raw. 
Winchester* (Frederick)............. John J. Williams 

WASHINGTON. 
Dooli: 





 @usseniaah 
Ahnapee (Kewaunee).............. PARKER & DECKER 
Refer to State Bank of Kewaunee. 
App'eton* (Ow Dibendacokanieabels John Goodland 
‘ahland™ J) ae & Dixon 
Chippewa Falls* (Chippewa). ......... John J. Jenkins 
Claire* (Eau SRS a y. W. James 
Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)..............-. H. F. Rose 
Janesville* EE Doe & Sutherland 
La Crosse* (La Crosse).................. M Bergh 
OO i GS See Lewis Pfand 
Marinette* (Marinette) ............ Simpso 
Milwaukee* (Milwaukee) ...............- J. F. BURKE 
Pe H. H. Grace 
Wausau* (Marathon). ...........Silverthorn & Hurle ey 
West Superior (Douglas). ........ Reed, Grace & Roc 
WYOMING TERRITORY. 
Cheyenne* (Laramie)..................... E. W. Mann 
fovenaten? SE Leroy H. White 
CANADA. 
ONTARIO. 
Tenants? (Werke)... ...........% Blake, Lash & Cassels 
Hamilton* (Wentworth) ............¢ & Logie 



































LAW AND COLLECTION OFFicES oF (ZILBERT ELLIOTT, ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR-AT- LAW 


206 and 208 Broadway, NEW YORK. 


THE 2# MERICA: 


A large staff of Attorneys, Notaries, Collectors and Clarke in each Office. 





Yb ATE YER. 


near vemmetaneant soir + o_tetsiaticiies eas anal 








317 Olive Street, ST. LOUIS, MO. 


COLLECTIONS MADE AND LEGAL BUSINESS TRANSACTED THROUGH TRUSTWORTHY ATTORNEYS IN ALL.PARTS OF THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA. 


New York References :—Merchants’ Exchange rs Beak, Cc. H. Event & Sons, Alvenenp Reqeetone Co., J. Moss & 


Fabyan Knife Co. H.W. Johns Mfg Co., M. J. Paillard & Co. 


St. Louis References :—American Exc! Ban ” state Bank of St. Louis, 
Excelsior A. F. Shapleigh Hardware Co _— * 


ior Mfg Co., 








i” DEPOSITIONS CAREFULLY ATTE 





Union Chemical Co.y Dodd, Mead & Co." 
Meyers Bro.’s Drug Co., 


2s, 


Peters Shoe Co., 


Cc, H. Joh 


St. Louls National Bank 
NDE 


The Wessels Co nstone & Co., Gebbie & 


ice. a A & Co, 


ngs & Pinner 




















































SIZE 6x7. 








*F12945C7890$s 


ENTIRELY AUTOMATIC. 
. ELEGANCE, 





Sold in handsome hard wood, silver-mounted case. 





One lever operates all the cutting —" RAPIDITY. 
One large spring does all the work. S/MPLICITY. 
Will cut top, side, or on lower line of sok. CONVENIENCE. 
It has a positive, unvarying check feed. AccURACY. 


Made with care of the best materials by skilled saiahianeni DURABILITY. 


THE UNITED STATES CHECK PUNCH CO., 
14 BROADWAY, N.Y. 


Offices 613, 614, 615. Wm. D. Excer, Manager. 














ATTORN EYS.. | 
MeKILLOF OF, WALKER & CO, 


335 Broadway, NEW YORK. 
Have superior facilities for making 


Collections in All Parts of the World. 


Responsibility, long experience, careful attention, and 
the selection of reliable and efficient attorneys are the in- 
ducements offered in soliciting business. 


FrREDERICK PARKER, 


CouUNSELOR AT Law, 


Supreme Court Comm’:sioner and Special 
Master in Chancery. 


FREEHOLD, NEW JERSEY. 


Collections promptly made. Special maretion given to 
examination of titles to real esta 


Refers to The Central National Bank of Freehold, N. J. 








EMMONS & EMMONS, 


ATTORNEYS AT Law, 


R. W. Emmons. ) ee LAW AND COL- 
H. H. Emmons. LECTIONS A a - 
A. C. Exons. DEPOSITIONS TAKEN 


Portland, Oregon : 
6 to 12 First Nat. Bank Bldg. 


Seattle. Wash. : 
422 and 421 Burke Block. 





FFRANCIS D. HAINES, 
Attorney at Law, 





Careful and prompt attention given to Commercial and 
Corporate Law. 


142 Fulten Street, New York. 





Reference :—THE AMERICAN Bank REPORTER. 





CLARK VARNUM, © 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
Suite 414, Chamber of Commerce Building, 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS, 


TWENTY YEARS’ ACTIVE PRACTICE IN ALL 
COURTS, STATE AND FEDERAL. 











IMPORTANT LAW BOOKS. 


BENJAMIN ON SALE. 


A Treatise on the Law of Sale of Personal Property. By Judah P. 
Benjamin, Q. ©. Sixth American Edition, reprinted from the latest En oy 
Edition and newly edited and revised, with American Notes, by the 
Edmund H. Bennett, Dean of the Law ‘School of the Boston University, and 
Samuel C. Bernett. 1 vol. 8vo, sheep, $6.00 net. 


Important additions have been made to this edition, which render it indispensable to e who 
wishes the latest knowledge in this branch of the law. J udge Bennett's edition of of Benjamin on Sale has boos 
unanimously recognized as the standard. 


JONES ON FORMS IN OEY A 


Forms in Conveyancing, and General Legal Form rae, Compe 
ents for Ordin Use, and Clauses adapted to Speci nusual I Onsen 
With Practical Notes. By Leonard A. Jones. Third Revised Edition. 8vo, 
law sheep, $6.00 net. 


These forms are intended for peo in a8 pant of . The West Coast of San 
Francisco, speaking of an earlier ed of this work, said: “ ey Even cae Nemerens, selected, and 
adapted to t e every-day needs of the practitioner. The whole ground from the simplest deed 
of agreement to the most involved form on railroad mortgage, is covered by this book. 


~COX ON TRADE-MARKS. 


A Manual of Trade-Mark Cases, comprising Sebastian’s Digest of Trade- 
Mark Cases, covering all the cases reported prior to 1879, together with those 
of a leading character decided since that time. With Notes and References 

Rowland Cox. Second Edition, enlarged. ‘With colored fac-similes, 8yo, 
sheep, $6.00 net. 


M: 
This work is yrpesan nt athrty on the lect Tne ache. an ie oitien Cae 


with annotations 
in colors, which illustrate the doctrine of infringemen wets og 
Ce in are was they relate. ‘ 


od 





*.* For oh by all Law Booksellers. Mailed on receipt’ of price by. 


pOUGE MIFFLIN & 00,, BOSTON, , Mass. 








he Southern Law & Colton ms 
J. F. BURKE, T Kanaiee 
Attorney Counselor at Law, 
ROBERT L. L. RODGERS, 
TLANTA,GA. ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR. 





COLLECTIONS RECEIVE CAKEFUL ATTENTION. ? 
: ae 


395 Rast Water St., cor. Wisconsin, 
(Rooms 15-16 Mack Building), MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


















